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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CULBERSON). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 30, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN 
ABNEY CULBERSON to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 

f 

THE NAME OF NFL’S WASHINGTON 
FOOTBALL FRANCHISE SHOULD 
BE CHANGED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
it’s me again. I rise today on behalf of 
our Native American community to 
speak on a subject of great concern— 
the use of the term ‘‘redskins’’ by the 
National Football League’s Wash-
ington franchise. 

Recently, our nationally recognized 
commentator, Mr. Rush Limbaugh, at-

tempted to wash away years of pain, 
suffering, and humiliation endured by 
our Nation’s first inhabitants by ques-
tioning their motives in seeking to rid 
the NFL of this most racist, dispar-
aging, and patently offensive word. 

As with most of the non-Native 
American general public, Mr. 
Limbaugh does not appear to know the 
violent and abusive history behind this 
racial epithet. I would like to take this 
opportunity to provide Mr. Limbaugh 
and the American people some much- 
needed clarity on the subject. 

You see, Mr. Speaker, much of the 
outcry over the name of the NFL’s 
football franchise is due, in large part, 
to the Federal Government’s protec-
tion of disparaging trademarks granted 
to the franchise for the Redskins. Gov-
erning Federal law established since 
1946 requires that the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office deny registration for 
any such words. 

The origin of the term ‘‘redskins,’’ 
Mr. Speaker, is commonly attributed 
to the historical act of not only killing 
Native Americans, but also cutting off 
certain body parts and scalping the 
heads of even women and children as 
evidence and are then paid by the colo-
nial officials. These scalps, Mr. Speak-
er, were described as redskins. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, Native Ameri-
cans are human beings; they are not 
animals. Despite this most despicable 
act of genocide against the Native 
American people, the U.S. Patent Of-
fice in 1967 granted the NFL’s Wash-
ington football franchise a federally 
registered trademark for the same 
word. Mr. Speaker, this should never 
have happened. Native American na-
tions have treaty and trust relations 
with the Federal Government as is 
clearly recognized by the Supreme 
Court of the U.S. Constitution. 

Sixty-six years after the law was es-
tablished, the word ‘‘redskins’’ con-
tinues to enjoy such protections. In 
fact, the NFL’s Washington football 

franchise has six federally registered 
trademarks for the same word. This 
was not the work of the Native Amer-
ican community, which Mr. Limbaugh 
calls ‘‘a bunch of PC jerks.’’ It was the 
work of a Federal agency that ignored 
the law and its duty to shield our Na-
tive peoples from degrading trademark 
registration. 

Mr. Limbaugh asks: ‘‘Why does the 
Federal Government have to get in-
volved?’’ With due respect, Mr. Speak-
er, the Federal Government is part of 
the problem. After years of pleading 
with the NFL, with the Washington 
franchise owner Mr. Dan Snyder, with 
the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, 
with the D.C. District Court, and with 
the D.C. Court of Appeals, the Native 
American community is left right 
where they started—with a $1.6 billion 
football franchise freely exploiting the 
shameful memory of the ethnic cleans-
ing that was forced upon the Native 
American people. 

Mr. Limbaugh also states: ‘‘So the 
Redskins may not be a popular name 
with some people.’’ Mr. Speaker, I sub-
mit this is not a popularity contest. It 
is not even about sports. This is a 
moral issue that reaches far back to 
the time when Native Americans were 
not only considered outcasts, but 
deemed ‘‘enemies, rebels, and traitors’’ 
by the colonial government. The only 
sporting involved was the game of 
hunting and killing Indians like ani-
mals for money. 

To Mr. Limbaugh, to Mr. Snyder, to 
Mr. Goodell, and all NFL club owners, 
I ask: Haven’t American Indians suf-
fered enough? Have they not paid the 
price placed on their heads, their 
scalps, their skins? Mr. Speaker, I 
think the answer is clear. Enough is 
enough. 
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NINTH UNANSWERED BENGHAZI 

QUESTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, there are 
only 3 more days until the August re-
cess. Given that no new public hearings 
are scheduled on Benghazi, it’s appar-
ent that the questions I’ve been asking 
for the past two weeks—and the Amer-
ican people have been asking for more 
than 10 months—will not be answered 
by the 1-year anniversary of the 
Benghazi attack, if ever. 

After a year of investigations in five 
different committees, we still do not 
know what happened and no one’s been 
held responsible. The House and the 
Senate have failed. Is it any wonder 
that the American people are losing 
confidence in their government? 

This is even more remarkable given 
that over 2 months ago, senior admin-
istration officials admitted to the 
media that they failed to properly re-
spond to the attack in Benghazi; yet 
the Congress never pressed the matter 
further. 

In a little-noticed article published 
on Friday, May 17, CBS News’ Sharyl 
Attkisson reported that: 

Obama administration officials who were 
in key positions on September 11, 2012, ac-
knowledge that a range of mistakes were 
made the night of the attacks on the U.S. 
missions in Benghazi. 

Attkisson continued: 
The list of mea culpas by Obama adminis-

tration officials involved in the Benghazi re-
sponse and aftermath include standing down 
the counterterrorism Foreign Emergency 
Support Team and failing to convene the 
Counterterrorism Security Group, among 
others. 

One of the key revelations from 
anonymous senior administration offi-
cials is the admission that it refused to 
deploy the Foreign Emergency Support 
Team, FEST. According to the article: 

The FEST’s own mission statement de-
scribes a seasoned team of counterterrorism 
professionals who can respond ‘‘quickly and 
effectively to terror attacks, providing the 
fastest assistance possible’’ including ‘‘hos-
tage negotiating expertise’’ and ‘‘time-sen-
sitive information and intelligence.’’ In fact, 
FEST leader Mark Thompson says Benghazi 
was precisely the sort of crisis to which his 
team is trained to respond. 

The article continued: 
As soon as word of the Benghazi attack 

reached Washington, FEST members ‘‘in-
stinctively started packing,’’ said an official 
involved in the response. ‘‘They were told 
they were not deploying by Patrick Ken-
nedy’s front office. In hindsight, I probably 
would’ve pushed the button.’’ 

It’s particularly notable that admin-
istration sources pin the decision not 
just on the State Department leader-
ship, but also on the White House. 

While it was the State Department 
that’s said to have taken FEST off the 
table, the team is directed by the 
White House National Security Coun-
cil. 

Speaking of the White House role in 
directing the response, Attkisson re-

ported that the National Security 
Council also failed to convene the 
interagency Counterterrorism Security 
Group, CSG, that evening. 

The article noted: 
According to a public military document, 

it’s part of a plan to ‘‘synchronize the efforts 
of all the government agencies that have a 
role to play in the global war on terrorism.’’ 
But on September 11, 2012, the Obama admin-
istration did not convene this body of ter-
rorism expert advisers. 

Given the number of agencies in-
volved in the response, including the 
State Department, CIA, and Defense 
Department, it’s hard to understand 
why the NSC’s interagency terrorism 
response group wouldn’t be convened. 

As Attkisson noted, because the CSG 
wasn’t assembled: 

There’s evidence that some high-level deci-
sion-makers were unaware of all available 
resources. In October, on a phone call that 
included then-Deputy National Security Ad-
viser Dennis McDonough, now White House 
Chief of Staff, NSC spokesman Tommy 
Vietor initially told CBS News: ‘‘I don’t 
know what FEST is. It sounds antiquated.’’ 

Who are the anonymous senior ad-
ministration officials who admitted 
these mistakes to CBS? Why haven’t 
they testified to Congress about these 
mistakes? Why wasn’t the FEST team 
deployed immediately? 

Last week, General Ham admitted 
that he believed Ambassador Stevens 
may have been taken hostage by ter-
rorists. Given the FEST’s team ter-
rorism and hostage negotiation exper-
tise, who made the decision not to de-
ploy them? Why didn’t the White 
House convene the CSG that night to 
coordinate the interagency response to 
the attack? And if that group wasn’t 
responsible for coordination, who was? 

Which agency was leading the re-
sponse that night? Was the State De-
partment directing the Pentagon not 
to deploy its planes or response teams, 
while also not sending the FEST team? 

Mr. Speaker, I conclude with an im-
portant quote in the CBS article from 
NSC spokesman Tommy Vietor: 

From the moment President Obama was 
briefed on the Benghazi attack, the response 
effort was handled by the most senior na-
tional security officials in government. 

The mistakes these anonymous sen-
ior officials admit to mattered. Lives 
were on the line, and ultimately, lives 
were lost. The Congress must compel 
these ‘‘most senior national security 
officials’’ responsible for the response 
team that night to testify publicly. 

We need a bipartisan select com-
mittee. If we do not do it, the Congress 
and the House will have failed. 

f 

MEDICARE ANNIVERSARY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, 48 
years ago today, Lyndon Johnson, in 
Independence, Missouri, signed into 
law the Medicare program in the pres-
ence of former President Harry S. Tru-
man. 

It’s important when you think about 
that event, which I would argue trans-
formed our country, to go back in time 
and remember that seniors in 1965, only 
half had health insurance of any sort; 
30 percent of America’s seniors lived in 
poverty; and life expectancy for Amer-
ica’s seniors was age 70. If you fast to-
ward today, 48 years later, we have uni-
versal health insurance coverage for all 
seniors, life expectancy is now age 79, 
and only 7 percent of seniors live below 
the poverty line. 

The decision by Congress earlier that 
year—it was April of 1965 when our col-
league, Congressman JOHN DINGELL, 
was sitting in the Speaker’s Chair and 
brought the gavel down when the Medi-
care law was passed—has, again, paid 
off huge dividends in terms of trans-
forming America’s health care system. 

Back then, Medicare only covered 
doctor visits and hospital visits. 
Today, it covers a broad range of serv-
ices for seniors—dialysis, medical 
equipment, outpatient services, such as 
prescription drug coverage—and as a 
result, the health care sector of our 
country has grown. For many, it has 
created literally careers and opportuni-
ties to pursue a system which, again, 
has produced great results for the folks 
who live in our country over age 65 and 
people on disability. 

Today, we have challenges that Medi-
care faces, but there is good news. The 
Trustees for Medicare recently issued 
their annual report, and it showed that 
the solvency of the Medicare trust fund 
this year was extended out an addi-
tional 2 years to 2026. And beyond that 
date, Medicare does not go bankrupt to 
zero. There is a shortfall, in terms of 
the projections by the Trustees, of 
roughly about 10 percent—a serious 
problem, but one that we can manage 
using smart changes to the system. 
And the Trustees, in their reports, 
pointed to the Affordable Care Act, 
when it was signed into law by Presi-
dent Obama in 2010, as extending by 9 
years the solvency of the Medicare sys-
tem. 

For seniors, under the Affordable 
Care Act, they are now getting more 
help with prescription drug assistance. 
They were stranded in the doughnut 
hole prior to 2010. Now they get over 
half of the cost of those prescription 
drugs while they’re in the doughnut 
hole discounted. They are also getting 
free preventive care services—whether 
it’s colonoscopies, annual checkups, 
smoking cessation programs. All of 
those essential services for primary 
care now carry no out-of-pocket costs 
because of the Affordable Care Act. 

The fact is that those changes have 
extended the solvency of the Affordable 
Care Act. We have not cut benefits for 
seniors. We have not made unwise 
choices, such as the Ryan budget, 
which proposed raising the eligibility 
age for seniors to qualify for Medicare 
to age 67 and would butcher the pro-
gram into private health insurance for 
people under age 55, in other words, 
turning the clock back to where we 
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were 48 years ago when President John-
son signed that measure into law. 

The best way to celebrate Medicare’s 
birthday—which, again, has trans-
formed the lives of every American 
family since it was enacted in 1965—is 
to make smart changes to the system, 
to build on the progress of the Afford-
able Care Act, to make sure that it’s 
going to be there for our children and 
our grandchildren, just like the people 
who had the wisdom to vote for that 
program 48 years ago and signed it into 
law—again, with the vision and proph-
esy of Harry S. Truman, who, as a Sen-
ator representing the State of Mis-
souri, had proposed Medicare as a law 
and then saw, before his time on Earth 
ended, it actually come to fruition. 

b 1215 

Medicare is a wonderful program. It 
is a program which every family is 
touched by and has experienced and 
benefited from. Our best way to cele-
brate its birthday today is to redouble 
our efforts to extend its solvency and 
to make sure that all American fami-
lies, today and in the future, are able 
to enjoy its wonderful benefits. 

f 

AFGHANISTAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, last week, 
as we debated the Defense appropria-
tions bill for the upcoming year, my 
good friend, JIM MCGOVERN, a Demo-
crat from Massachusetts, joined me in 
a measure that would guarantee that 
Congress would vote on funding the En-
during Strategic Partisanship Agree-
ment with Afghanistan. This agree-
ment with Afghanistan is a 10-year 
agreement that will start after 2014. It 
has been negotiated and will soon be 
signed by President Obama and Presi-
dent Karzai. 

During the debate, I quoted the 
former Commandant of the Marine 
Corps with regard to this agreement. I 
called him and asked him what he 
thought about the agreement. He sent 
me a paragraph back. I used one sen-
tence that I will use again today, Mr. 
Speaker: 

Simply put, I am not in favor of this agree-
ment signed. It basically keeps the United 
States in Afghanistan to prop up a corrupt 
regime. It continues to place our troops at 
risk. 

The amendment failed. I want to 
thank the 76 Republicans who joined 
me in that vote, along with 100 Demo-
crats, but it failed. 

The problem is we really have no 
oversight in Afghanistan. It is a joke 
at best. The joke is, though, it is not 
really a joke because of the young men 
and women who are dying in Afghani-
stan, even today. The waste, fraud, and 
abuse in Afghanistan goes unchecked. 
We sent inspectors general over there. 
They do their best, but it is a no-win 
situation in Afghanistan. 

Mr. Speaker, according to a Wash-
ington Post-ABC News poll just last 
week, only 28 percent of the American 
people believe the war in Afghanistan 
has been worth fighting. I believe that 
that number would be even lower if 
they knew that we are going to sign a 
10-year agreement with Afghanistan 
after 2014. If they were polled on that, 
I believe that the 28 percent would go 
down to about 8 percent. 

The American people are just finding 
out that we have this 10-year agree-
ment with Afghanistan where we keep 
spending billions of dollars per month 
and have a presence of at least 10,000 to 
15,000 military. 

During this same week last week, a 
poll was done of Congress, and 12 per-
cent of the American people approve of 
Congress. If it gets much lower, we will 
be right at zero. And I’m not sure the 
American people will be wrong if they 
give us a zero, quite frankly, especially 
when I look at the fact that we con-
tinue to spend money in Afghanistan; 
we continue to cut programs right here 
in America for our young, our old, and 
our infrastructure. 

The American people are frustrated 
and fed up because they don’t think we 
in Congress are listening to them. 
When it comes back to Afghanistan 
and the fact that we would allow a 10- 
year agreement to go on with a corrupt 
leader in Afghanistan, it makes no 
sense to the American people; it makes 
no sense to many of us in Congress in 
both parties. 

Mr. Speaker, during that debate, I 
made the statement on the floor 10 
minutes after 11 p.m. that night that 
probably no one on the floor—and in 
fairness to that statement, there were 
only about 10 or 12 people on the 
floor—that they probably did not real-
ize, but from March 1 until July 1 we 
had lost 78 of our soldiers and marines 
in Afghanistan. 

Mr. Speaker, that is why I brought 
this poster down today. It is a family. 
It happens to be the Army. They are 
prepared to walk behind a caisson, 
probably at Arlington, to bury an 
American hero. The sad part about it, 
Mr. Speaker, is there’s a wife, I’m as-
suming—it looks like probably the 
wife. She has sunglasses on and a black 
dress. She’s holding the hand of her lit-
tle girl, who appears to be 6, 7, maybe 
8. The little girl is holding her moth-
er’s hand and the little girl has her fin-
ger in her mouth. 

How many more families in this 
country have to go through a sadness 
and a tragedy like this family while we 
sit here in Congress and we never de-
bate the war? We debate the funding 
that we did last week. It was a 10- 
minute debate—5 for my amendment 
and 5 against. Mr. MCGOVERN and I had 
5 minutes. Yet we do not debate the 
policy that continues to send troops, 
continues to send money, and all we do 
is continue to let this war go on and on 
and on. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s not fair to the fami-
lies who have loved ones in the mili-

tary. Again, I will continue to come to 
the floor one time a week and rail 
about the policy in Afghanistan. It is a 
failed policy. History has said no na-
tion has ever changed Afghanistan, and 
we are not going to change Afghani-
stan no matter how much money we 
spend or how much blood we spend. It 
is not fair to our military. 

Mr. Speaker, I will close by asking 
God to please bless our men and women 
in uniform, to please bless the families 
of our men and women in uniform. I 
will ask God in His loving arms to hold 
the families who have given a child 
dying for freedom in Afghanistan and 
Iraq. 

I will ask God to bless the House and 
the Senate, that we will do what is 
right in the eyes of God for God’s peo-
ple. 

I will ask God to please bless the 
President, that he will do what is right 
in the eyes of God for God’s people 
today and God’s people tomorrow. 

And three times I will say, God, 
please, God, please, God, please, con-
tinue to bless America. 

f 

GLOBAL FOOD SECURITY ACT of 
2013 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Minnesota (Ms. MCCOLLUM) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, in the 
world’s poorest countries, nearly 1 bil-
lion people struggle with hunger every 
day. Chronic food insecurity limits a 
child’s ability to grow and to learn. 

Across Africa and Asia, hardworking 
farmers need help producing enough 
food to feed their families throughout 
the year. Many of these farmers are 
women. In fact, it is estimated 80 per-
cent of the agricultural workers are 
women. 

Earlier this year, I traveled to Tan-
zania and South Sudan where women 
farmers told me that they needed ac-
cess to better seeds, tools, and train-
ing. With assistance from the United 
States and with our support, they can 
grow enough food to feed their families 
and have extra to sell as produce. 

Last week, I introduced the Global 
Food Security Act, along with Rep-
resentatives AARON SCHOCK and JIM 
MCGOVERN. This bill directs the Presi-
dent to develop a strategy to improve 
global nutrition, food security, and ag-
ricultural development. More than 35 
NGOs and faith-based groups also sup-
port this bill. 

This bill will improve food security 
for millions around the world, which is 
the right thing to do, but it will also 
make America more secure and protect 
our own national interest. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Global Food Security Act. 

f 

HONORING WALTER DURHAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK) for 5 minutes. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 01:52 Jul 31, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K30JY7.004 H30JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5098 July 30, 2013 
Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, today I 

rise to honor Walter Thomas Durham, 
a man who did great things for Ten-
nessee and for the future generations of 
Tennesseans. 

Tennessee has one of the great his-
tories of our United States. Ten-
nesseans fought and tipped the balance 
of the Revolutionary War at the Battle 
of Kings Mountain. Tennessee produced 
three of the first 17 Presidents. Ten-
nessee had more Civil War battles than 
any other State, except Virginia. 

Tennessee is proud of its history, and 
Walter Durham is a giant in the world 
of Tennessee history. Like so many 
brave members of his generation, Mr. 
Durham served in the U.S. Army in 
World War II, seeing action in north 
Africa and Italy with the U.S. Army 
Air Corps. He went to Vanderbilt Uni-
versity and, after he graduated, started 
a building supply company in Gallatin 
called Durham Building Supply. He 
went on to launch another business, 
Gallatin Aluminum Products Com-
pany, which he and his partners later 
sold. 

Then, in the early 1970s, he was en-
couraged by his doctor to establish a 
hobby that would reduce his stress. So, 
at the suggestion of a friend, Mr. Dur-
ham started a book on the history of 
Sumner County. As Sumner County’s 
history goes, the county has a pretty 
amazing one. Some of middle Ten-
nessee’s early forts and settlements 
were in Sumner County. Sumner Coun-
ty had characters such as Kasper 
Mansker and Thomas ‘‘Big Foot’’ Spen-
cer, a man of legendary size and 
strength who once spent a cold winter 
alone, living in a hollow sycamore tree. 
Sumner County was a place where 
there were violent raids made on early 
forts and cabins by Creek and 
Chickamaugan Indians. In fact, his 
book on Sumner County’s history 
would be the first of 24 that he wrote 
on the local and State history. 

He wrote books about the history of 
thoroughbred racing in Tennessee; Ten-
nessee Governor William Trousdale, 
who fought in the War of 1812; James 
Winchester, another veteran of the War 
of 1812 and a man who cofounded the 
city of Memphis with Andrew Jackson; 
and a book about General Daniel 
Smith, a U.S. Senator and the surveyor 
who created the first map of Tennessee. 
He wrote a very detailed two-volume 
history of Nashville during the Civil 
War, and these two books were the 
ones he later said he was the most 
proud of. He also wrote a book called 
‘‘Volunteer Forty-Niners,’’ about peo-
ple who left Tennessee to take part in 
the California Gold Rush. In fact, Ten-
nesseans were some of the first people 
to hold public office in California. 

In short, Walter Durham created an 
entire shelf of books that people inter-
ested in Tennessee’s history should 
have in their libraries, and he gener-
ously gave the book rights and pro-
ceeds to various entities across the 
State. 

In addition to writing, he was a long-
time member of the Tennessee Histor-

ical Society and served as its President 
from 1973 to 1975. He was also the chair-
man of the Tennessee Historical Com-
mission and the founding president of 
the Tennessee Historical Alliance, now 
known as the Tennessee Preservation 
Trust. 

In 2002, Tennessee Governor Don 
Sundquist appointed him to the official 
post of the Tennessee State Historian. 
He was appointed by Governor Phil 
Bredesen in 2008 to continue to hold his 
title until his death. 

Two years ago, he was awarded the 
honorary doctorate from Tusculum 
College to commemorate his work on 
behalf of Tennessee’s historical signifi-
cance. 

Mr. Durham also took time to en-
courage others. Ten years ago, a young 
man in Tennessee decided to start an 
organization to help public school-
teachers teach Tennessee history and 
civics using the Internet. His very first 
endorsement letter was from Walter 
Durham, a man who handwrote every 
one of his books in pencil. These hand-
written manuscripts now reside at the 
Vanderbilt Library Archives. 

He was also a devoted Sunday school 
teacher at the First United Methodist 
Church in Gallatin. 

Mr. Durham passed away on May 24, 
2013. He is survived by Anna Armstrong 
Coile Durham, his wife of 64 years, and 
his four children and four grand-
children. Tennessee and the Durham 
family will miss this great man. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 28 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Ms. FOXX) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

We give You thanks, O God, for giv-
ing us another day. 

Bless now the men and women of the 
people’s House. Call forth leaders from 
their number, who understand that 
courage exercised in the fulfillment of 
their legislative responsibilities might 
cost them popularity now, but reap 
them praise in the future from our 
American descendants. 

May they take solace in knowing 
that it has always been this way with 
great leaders. 

We thank You for their hard work. 
Give them the consolation of knowing, 
in finding difficult but necessary solu-
tions to America’s challenges, they 

will have done their best work for all of 
our Nation. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. TAKANO led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 

f 

ALERT ACT 

(Mr. HOLDING asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HOLDING. Madam Speaker, in 
North Carolina, small businesses are a 
primary driver of the economy. These 
businesses, like many across the coun-
try, are harmed by excessive regula-
tion. 

Over the past 4 years, our Nation’s 
cumulative regulatory cost burden has 
increased by $520 billion. What’s worse 
is this administration has failed to dis-
close, as required by law, the effects of 
new regulations in a timely manner. 
The administration is required to sub-
mit a regulatory agenda twice a year, 
but they have consistently failed to do 
so. 

Madam Speaker, small businesses are 
not given enough notice of how new 
regulations will affect their tough deci-
sions, whether to cut a worker’s hours 
or wages or adjust their business plan 
otherwise. That is why I introduced, 
Madam Speaker, the ALERT Act, H.R. 
2804, the All Economic Regulations are 
Transparent Act, to ensure that the ad-
ministration publishes its regulatory 
agenda in a timely manner. 

Madam Speaker, the least this ad-
ministration can do for small busi-
nesses is follow the law and provide no-
tice as to what regulations are coming 
down the pipeline. 

f 

MEDICARE ANNIVERSARY 

(Mr. TAKANO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to commemorate an important 
accomplishment for our Nation, as it 
was 48 years ago today that President 
Johnson signed Medicare into law, thus 
cementing a promise to our Nation’s 
seniors. 

Before Medicare, nearly 30 percent of 
seniors lived below the poverty line 
and American life expectancy was 70 
years old. Since then, the poverty rate 
has plummeted all the way down to 7.5 
percent and life expectancy has risen 
to 78-1/2 years. 

Madam Speaker, Medicare is a sacred 
promise that we made, and it is a sa-
cred promise that we must keep, de-
spite the House Republicans’ addiction 
to slash-and-burn policies. If the House 
Republicans got their way, they would 
replace Medicare with a voucher sys-
tem, removing the certainty of what 
seniors will receive. These are benefits 
that have been earned and paid for, but 
turning Medicare into a voucher sys-
tem will result in reduced benefits and 
increased health care costs. 

The Democratic Party, however, be-
lieves that working families should not 
lose their life savings in their golden 
years to pay for health care, and they 
should not suffer without treatment 
due to an inability to pay for medical 
services. The Democratic Party be-
lieves that seniors deserve the cer-
tainty of Medicare. 

Madam Speaker, on this day, the 48th 
anniversary of Medicare, I pledge to 
uphold the promises we made to sen-
iors and to never turn my back on 
working families. 

f 

HONORING COLONEL GEORGE E. 
‘‘BUD’’ DAY 

(Mr. MILLER of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I would like to dedicate my 
time to one of America’s greatest war-
riors, Colonel George E. ‘‘Bud’’ Day, 
who passed away this past weekend. 

A veteran of three wars, a POW at 
the infamous Hanoi Hilton, and a 
Medal of Honor recipient, Colonel Day 
set the standard for service to country. 
A patriot in the truest sense of the 
word, Colonel Day never stopped work-
ing and looking out for his brothers in 
arms. After the military, he spent 40 
years as an advocate for his fellow vet-
erans. 

Colonel Day was a loving husband, a 
father, a grandfather, and someone I 
was honored and very humbled to rep-
resent here in Congress. Our commu-
nity and countless others will miss his 
unwavering perseverance and opti-
mism. 

Colonel Day’s legacy will endure for 
years to come. I ask that we keep him 
and the entire Day family in our pray-
ers. 

48TH ANNIVERSARY OF MEDICARE 
AND MEDICAID 

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, 
I rise this afternoon to celebrate the 
48th anniversary of Medicare and Med-
icaid and the security they provide for 
seniors and persons with disabilities, 
half of whom live on less than $22,000, 
total, a year. Half of all seniors before 
Medicare had no insurance at all. 

Listen to my constituent, Nan An-
derson from Evanston: 

It was a tremendous relief to become eligi-
ble for Medicare. Basically, I am a well per-
son but have had some costly procedures, all 
of which have been covered. Currently, I am 
recovering from a spinal fusion. If it weren’t 
for Medicare, I would never have reached 
this point. Without the surgery, I would like-
ly have been reduced to a dependent person. 
Now I know that I will be able to walk nor-
mally and unaided for several years. 

We made improvements in Medicare 
in ObamaCare—lower drug costs, free 
preventive services, fraud-cutting, and 
improved quality. Medicaid pays for 40 
percent of all long-term care costs. 

Today, I voice my support for Medi-
care and Medicaid and my vigorous op-
position to benefit cuts that will harm 
those who depend on them. 

f 

PHONEY SCANDALS—‘‘I THINK 
NOT’’ 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
the President says the country is being 
distracted by phoney scandals. A more 
accurate statement would be the Presi-
dent is using phoney distractions to 
cover up the administration’s scandals. 
Here are two of them: 

Fast and Furious. The ATF, with 
Justice Department knowledge, smug-
gles 2,000 automatic weapons to Mexi-
can drug cartels. Americans are killed. 
Two hundred Mexican nationals killed, 
including two police chiefs and even a 
beauty queen. No one is held account-
able. Nobody goes to jail. Lower-level 
operatives blamed. Eric ‘‘Withholder’’ 
held in contempt for withholding evi-
dence from Congress. The administra-
tion wants us to forget their fiasco. 

Benghazi, Libya. Four Americans 
killed by terrorists. The United States 
refuses to send help during the fire-
fight. Four Americans left behind. No 
killer is ever captured. The administra-
tion misleads the American public and 
blames the attack on a video, not the 
terrorists. No one goes to jail. No ac-
countability. Lower-level operatives 
blamed. The administration wants us 
to forget their fiasco. 

Are these distractions and phoney 
scandals the President is talking 
about? Well, tell that to the families of 
the murdered Americans and Mexican 
nationals. A Navy SEAL put it best: 
‘‘Phoney scandals don’t come home in 
body bags.’’ 

So, Mr. Speaker, the next time you 
visit with the President, tell him these 
‘‘distractions’’—these ‘‘phoney scan-
dals’’—are not going away. The Amer-
ican people are going to get the truth, 
whether the President likes it or not. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

WOUNDED WARRIOR SERVICE DOG 
ACT OF 2013 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 
today, I am introducing the bipartisan 
Wounded Warrior Service Dog Act of 
2013. This important bill aims to ad-
dress a demonstrated need among our 
veteran population. With so many vet-
erans returning from war, bearing both 
physical and emotional scars, we must 
do all we can to provide treatment that 
works. 

On a recent visit to the National 
Education for Assistance Dog Services, 
or NEADS, located in Princeton, Mas-
sachusetts, I heard amazing stories 
about how service dogs are helping to 
treat veterans with physical disabil-
ities, as well as those suffering from 
posttraumatic stress. This nonprofit 
organization has connected many de-
serving veterans with service dogs over 
the past few years with incredible re-
sults. 

In recent years, the demand for serv-
ice dogs has grown significantly, and 
organizations like NEADS are having 
trouble meeting high levels of demand. 
To address this shortage, the Wounded 
Warrior Service Dog Act of 2013 would 
create a competitive grant program for 
nonprofits that train service dogs for 
use by veterans. It is my sincere hope 
that through this program we can bet-
ter connect our veterans with service 
dogs in an effort to ease their transi-
tion into civilian life. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

f 

JOBS AREN’T MADE WITH 
REDTAPE 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, it is not sur-
prising that many Americans think the 
Federal Government is out of touch. 
Washington is filled with unelected 
regulators who have never owned a 
small business or created a job. These 
regulators are disconnected from the 
costs their rules impose on small busi-
nesses, which amount to roughly $8,000 
per employee each year. 

Regulators fail to see that each un-
necessary, duplicative, or contradic-
tory rule they impose forces American 
entrepreneurs to waste time and 
money satisfying government instead 
of hiring new employees or investing in 
their families. 

The American people are asking, 
‘‘Where are the jobs?’’ and they are 
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asking for a government that makes 
sense. No one is asking for more red-
tape. 

House Republicans don’t just talk 
about jobs. We defend them, and we 
take action to make it easier for job 
creators to grow and hire. Cutting back 
Washington’s redtape is part of that 
work. 

f 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

(Mr. MORAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, as a mem-
ber of the Safe Climate Caucus, I want 
to applaud President Obama’s commit-
ment to address global climate change. 

As the concentration of carbon in the 
atmosphere climbed past 400 parts per 
million this past spring, which is a 
level not seen since before the dawn of 
humans when sea levels were 75 feet 
higher than they are today, we are fac-
ing the potential for irreversible cli-
matic consequences that could trigger 
mass extinctions and endanger the fu-
ture of humanity. So, it would be irre-
sponsible for the President not to ad-
dress this clear and present danger. 

With the powers the President has 
been granted under existing laws, he 
has taken the responsible course, in-
sisting upon limiting carbon emissions 
at existing major sources like coal- 
fired power plants, promoting renew-
able energy development on public 
lands, squeezing greater efficiencies 
out of household and commercial appli-
ances, motor vehicles, and government 
facilities and operations, and working 
with other nations on a global strategy 
to address climate change. 

For the sake of future generations, I 
do hope that the Republican majority 
will take a more responsible role in 
helping us to preserve the future of a 
more livable world. 

f 

OBAMACARE FRAUD 
INVESTIGATIONS 

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 
many of us were surprised on July 2 
when the administration unilaterally 
suspended the employer mandate in the 
Affordable Care Act. Since there were 
going to be no reporting requirements 
under the employer mandate, how were 
people going to be judged as eligible for 
benefits under the Affordable Care Act? 
Well, we would simply take their word 
for it. ‘‘Self-attestation’’ became the 
watchword and buzzword in the admin-
istration. 

Last Thursday, again, people were 
surprised that the Department of 
Health and Human Services’ Inspector 
General’s Office is going to lose 20 per-
cent of its staff between now and 2015. 

Well, wait a minute. We are going to 
a system of self-reporting, self-attesta-

tion, but we are cutting the staff of the 
office who is going to see that the 
funds are properly spent. Oh, by the 
way, all the while, we are going to be 
increasing the funding for the so-called 
navigators, people who are going to 
sign people up for the Affordable Care 
Act under their own self-attestation. 

It seems like we are going in the 
wrong direction here. We do need to 
keep an eye on these funds. They could 
go out the door inappropriately. We 
owe it to the taxpayer to be more vigi-
lant. 

f 

b 1415 

COLLEGE AFFORDABILITY 

(Ms. DELBENE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. DELBENE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to speak on the importance of 
college affordability. 

This is very personal for me. Growing 
up, my parents struggled financially, 
but with student loans and financial 
aid, I was able to go to college and get 
a great education. I would not be 
standing in this Chamber today other-
wise. 

I am pleased that we will be voting 
on a bipartisan bill this week that will 
reverse the doubling of student loan 
rates that took place on July 1. The 
bill is a compromise, so it’s not perfect. 
It doesn’t include all of the protections 
that I believe our students need, like 
lower interest rate caps to keep costs 
down over the long term, but it does 
reduce interest rates for over 7 million 
undergraduates taking out loans this 
year, and it will save a college student 
with Stafford loans $3,300 compared to 
today’s rates. 

This bill is a start, but it isn’t 
enough. I call on my colleagues to con-
tinue working together on ways to 
bring down the costs of college for 
working families. Doing so will expand 
opportunity for all, spur long-term eco-
nomic growth, and strengthen our mid-
dle class. 

f 

48TH ANNIVERSARY OF MEDICARE 
AND MEDICAID 

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in celebration of the birthday of Medi-
care and Medicaid. 

Forty-eight years ago today, Presi-
dent Johnson solidified our historic 
promise to all Americans. This is what 
he said: 

No longer will older Americans be denied 
the healing miracle of modern medicine. No 
longer will illness crush and destroy the sav-
ings that they have so carefully put away 
over a lifetime so that they might enjoy dig-
nity in their later years. No longer will 
young families see their incomes and their 
own hopes eaten away simply because they 
are carrying out their deep moral obligations 

to their parents and to their uncles and their 
aunts—and no longer will this Nation refuse 
the hand of justice to those who have given 
a lifetime of service and wisdom and labor to 
the progress of this progressive country. 

Madam Speaker, let us honor this 
promise to our parents, to our neigh-
bors, and to our children by protecting 
Medicare and Medicaid and making 
sure the care it offers is there when it’s 
needed the most. 

f 

48TH ANNIVERSARY OF MEDICARE 
AND MEDICAID 

(Mr. LOWENTHAL asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Madam Speaker, 
118 million Americans—seniors, low-in-
come families, the disabled—all rely on 
Medicare and Medicaid services in one 
way or another. These services guar-
antee benefits that give our Nation’s 
most vulnerable peace of mind and an 
increased quality of life. 

Today, we proudly acknowledge al-
most five decades of Medicare and Med-
icaid services. While most service pro-
viders are honest and law-abiding, it 
has recently come to my attention 
that there are a few that have affected 
the delivery and integrity of services 
to the people who rely on these pro-
grams. Congress has the power to 
change that. 

Today, on the 48th anniversary of 
Medicare and Medicaid being signed 
into law, Congress must recommit 
itself to the safeguarding and strength-
ening of America’s Medicare and Med-
icaid service systems. The promise of 
Medicare and the morality of Medicaid 
must never be compromised no matter 
how hard the political battles are. 

f 

48TH ANNIVERSARY OF MEDICARE 
AND MEDICAID 

(Mr. GALLEGO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GALLEGO. Madam Speaker, 
today marks the 48th anniversary of 
the Medicare program, which has had a 
tremendous impact on the American 
public and on the quality of life of our 
seniors and our kids. 

On July 30 of 1965, a fellow Texan, 
President Lyndon B. Johnson, signed 
Medicare into law—a program that at 
the time was considered incredibly 
controversial. At that time, about half 
of our Nation’s seniors didn’t have 
health coverage. Today, in Texas, more 
than 3 million seniors, including our 
parents and our grandparents, rely on 
this program for crucial medical care. 

The law has allowed our seniors to 
live with the peace of mind that health 
coverage will be available to them in 
their golden years. It is now just as 
vital to the long-term health and secu-
rity of Americans as it was in 1965. We 
need to continue to demonstrate our 
commitment to those who have built 
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this country by strengthening Medi-
care for future generations. I am very 
glad that we have done things like 
starting to close the Medicare dough-
nut hole so that seniors are starting to 
save money on their prescriptions. In 
the first 6 months of 2013, more than a 
million seniors with Medicare have re-
ceived at least one free preventative 
service—and our seniors have earned 
this through a lifetime of work. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 3 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 21 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1504 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WOLF) at 3 o’clock and 4 
minutes p.m. 

f 

TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2014 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2610. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 312 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2610. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. MESSER) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1505 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2610) 

making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2014, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. MESSER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
The gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 

LATHAM) and the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. PASTOR) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself as much time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, today I present H.R. 
2610, a bill providing fiscal year 2014 ap-
propriations for the Department of 
Transportation, the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, and 
related agencies. 

The T-HUD bill conforms with the 
302(b) allocation of $44.1 billion in 
budget authority, and is in line with 
the House budget of $967 billion. Under 
such an allocation, we prioritized pro-
grams and spending and were able to 
achieve three very important funding 
goals: first, meet the ‘‘ob lim’’ funding 
levels for the MAP–21, the highway au-
thorization bill; keep the commercial 
airspace running smoothly; and pre-
serve and renew the housing option for 
all HUD-assisted families under lease 
in fiscal year 2014. 

Mr. Chairman, I imagine today we’re 
going to hear a lot about the budget 
and the sequester, and I’ll tell you, I 
agree. We need a deal. We need a deal 
that resolves the irresponsible meat-ax 
approach to the sequester and provides 
a top-line budget number that address-
es concerns about taxes and spending. 

But the Budget Control Act is the 
law, and no matter what number we’d 
like to write this to, the law gives us 
$967 billion to fund the government. 
You get there either by across-the- 
board cuts or by prioritizing the funds 
available. I think we all agree that 
continuing across-the-board cuts is not 
the answer. We’ve seen examples why. 

Earlier this year, across-the-board 
cuts caused air traffic controllers to be 
furloughed, consumer convenience to 
be sacrificed, and air safety to be en-
dangered. In April, the House voted on 
a strongly bipartisan basis 361–41 to tap 
unspent FAA funds and put these air 
traffic controllers back to work. 

Mr. Chairman, we know that across- 
the-board cutting is no way to run a 
government. Considering there still 
isn’t an agreement on the sequester or 
a top-line budget number, it’s impera-
tive that we realign the funds we have 
available to ensure DOT and HUD have 
the resources they need to care for the 
population and infrastructure of this 
Nation. This is a chance to make sure 
the ‘‘must-do’’ priorities are addressed. 

I assume we’re going to hear a lot 
about infrastructure investment, and I 
will tell you we fund the authorized 
programs at the authorized program 
levels. 

I assume we’re going to hear a lot 
about housing needs, and I will tell 
you, we retain the housing option for 
HUD families currently receiving as-
sistance, protecting the most vulner-
able. 

We are operating under an open rule, 
and I hope we can keep the debate and 
amendment process moving along 
today. We will be taking points of 
order against amendments that would 
increase our allocations or authorize 
on an appropriations act. Let me reem-
phasize to people who are going to be 
offering amendments that we will en-
force points of order. 

I’d like to thank my friend, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. PASTOR), the 
T-HUD ranking member, for his comity 
and willingness to discuss what would 
be possible under a $44.1 billion alloca-
tion. 

I’d also like to thank Chairman ROG-
ERS and Ranking Member LOWEY, plus 
the members of the committee, and es-
pecially the subcommittee, for their 
hard work and commitment to this 
bill. 

And speaking of subcommittee mem-
bers, I’d like to give a special word of 
congratulations to a new and valued 
member of the Appropriations Com-
mittee. The gentlewoman from Wash-
ington, Ms. JAMIE HERRERA BEUTLER, 
and her husband, Daniel, recently wel-
comed their first child, a beautiful 
baby girl, into their family. This sweet 
girl is a miracle and a testament to the 
faith and hope that her parents have 
carried over recent months. We offer 
our continued praise for their strength, 
the wisdom of their doctors, and the 
joy of this new family. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2014 (H.R. 2610) 
(Amounts in thousands) 

'Enacted level does not include the 251A sequester or Sec. 3004 OMB ATB 

TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Office of the Secretary 

Salaries and expenses ................................ . 
Immediate Office of the Secretary ................ . 
Immediate Office of the Deputy Secretary ......... . 
Offi ce of the General Counsel .................... . 
Office of the Under Secretary of Transportation 

for Policy ..................................... . 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Budget 

and Programs ................................... . 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Governmental 

Affai rs ........................................ . 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for 

Admi ni strat ion ................................. . 
Office of Public Affairs ......................... . 
Office of the Executive Secretariat .............. . 
Office of Small and Disadvantaged Business 

Util ization .................................... . 
Office of Intelligence, Security, and Emergency 

Response ....................................... . 
Office of the Chief Information Officer .......... . 

Research and Development ............................. . 
National Infrastructure Investments .................. . 

Resci ssi on ....................................... . 
Aviation Consumer Call Center (legislative proposal) .. 
Financial Management Capital ......................... . 
Cyber Security Initiatives ........................... . 
Office of Civil Rights ............................... . 

Transportation Planning, Research, and Development ... . 
Rescission of unobligated balances ............... . 

SUbtotal ..................................... . 

Work; ng Capital Fund ................................. . 
Minority Business Resource Center Program ............ . 

{Limitation on guaranteed loans) ................. . 
Minority Business Outreach ........................... . 
Payments to Air Carriers (Airport & Airway Trust Fund) 

Total. Office of the Secretary ................. . 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Operations ........................................... . 
Air traffic organization ......................... . 
Avi ati on safety .................................. . 
Commercial space transportation .................. . 
Finance and management ........................... . 
Human resources programs ....................... . 
Staff offi ces .................................... . 
NextGen .......................................... . 

Facilities and Equipment (Airport & Airway Trust Fund) 

Research. Engineering. and Development (Airport & 
Airway Trust Fund .................................. . 

Rescission of unobligated balances ............... . 

Grants-in-Aid for Airports (Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund) (Liquidation of contract authorization) ....... . 

(Limitation on obligations) ......................• 
Administration ................................... . 
Airport cooperative research program ............. . 
Airport technology research ...................... . 
Small community air service development program .. . 

FY 2013 
Enacted 

102,481 
(2,618) 

(984) 
(19,515) 

(10,107) 

(10,538) 

(2,500) 

(25,469) 
(2,020) 
(1,595) 

(1,369) 

(10,778) 
(14,988) 

500,000 

4,990 
10,000 

9,384 

9,000 

9,000 

(172.000) 
922 

(18,367) 
3,068 

143,000 
_~_~ __ ~_M_~M_ 

782.845 

9,653,395 
(7,442,738) 
(1.252,991 ) 

(16.271) 
(582,117) 
(98,858) 

(200,286) 
(60.134) 

2.730.731 

167,556 

(3,435.000) 
(3,350,000) 

(101,000) 
(15,000) 
(29.250) 
(6.000) 

FY 2014 
Request 

113,108 

14,765 
500,000 

7,500 
10,000 
6,000 
9,551 

9,750 
-2,750 

7.000 

925 
(18.367) 

3.088 
146,000 

_ .. __ ................ _-
817,937 

9.707.000 
(7.311.790) 
(1,204,777) 

(16.011 ) 
(807.646) 

(306,994) 
(59.782) 

2,777,798 

166,000 

(3.200,000) 
(2,900,000) 

(106,600) 
(15,000) 
(29,500) 

Bi 11 

102.481 
(2,618) 

(984) 
(19,867) 

(10.107) 

(11,572) 

(2.500) 

(23.376) 
(2,020) 
(1,595) 

(1.369) 

(10,778) 
(15,695) 

14,220 

-237.000 

4,990 
2.000 
9.384 

6,000 
-2,750 

3,250 

(172.000) 
922 

(18.367) 
3.068 

100.000 
.... _ ..................... 

3.315 

9,521.784 
(7,182,664) 
(1 .199,777) 

(14,160) 
(777 .198) 

(291,348) 
(56,637) 

2,155.000 

145.000 
-26,184 

(3,200.000) 
(3,350,000) 

(106.600) 
(15,000) 
(29,500) 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

(+352) 

(+1,034) 

(-2,093) 

(+707) 

+14.220 
-500,000 
-237.000 

-8,000 

-3.000 
-2.750 

-5,750 

-43,000 
.......................... - .. 

-779.530 

-131.611 
(-260.074) 

( -53,214) 
(-2.111) 

(+195.081) 
(-98,858) 
(+91,062) 
(-3.497) 

-575.731 

-22.556 
-26,184 

(-235,000) 

(+5,600) 

(+250) 
(-6,000) 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-10,627 
(+2.618) 

(+984) 
(+19,867) 

(+10.107) 

(+11,572) 

(+2,500) 

(+23,376) 
(+2.020) 
(+1,595) 

(+1,369) 

(+10,778) 
(+15.695) 

-545 
-500,000 
-237,000 

-7,500 
-5.010 
-4,000 

-167 

-3,750 

-3,750 

(+172,000) 
-3 

-20 
-46,000 

-814.622 

-185.216 
(-129,126) 

(-5.000) 
(-1.851 ) 

(-30.448) 

(-15.646) 
(-3,145) 

-622,798 

-21,000 
-26,184 

(+450.000) 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2014 (H.R. 2610) 
(Amounts in thousands) 

'Enacted level does not include the 251A sequester or Sec. 3004 OMB ATB 

Rescission of contract authority .................. 

Total, Federal Aviation Administration .......... 
Limitations on obligations ...................... 

Total budgetary resources ....................... 

Federal Highway Administration 

Limitation on Administrative Expenses ................. 

Federal-Aid Highways (Highway Trust Fund) : 
(Li qui dat i on of contract authorization) ............. 

(Limitation on obligations) ....................... 
(Exempt contract authority) ....................... 

Total, Federal Highway Administration ........... 
Limitations on obligations ...................... 
Exempt contract authori ty ....................... 

Total budgetary resources ....................... 

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 

Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Programs (Highway 
Trust Fund) (Liquidation of contract authorization) .. 

(Limitation on obligations) .................... , .. 

Motor Carrier Safety Grants (Highway Trust Fund) 
(Liquidation of contract authorization) ............ . 

(Limitation on obligations) ...................... . 
Rescission of contract authority ................... . 

Total. Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration ............................... . 

Limitations on obligations ..................... . 

Total budgetary resources ...................... . 

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 

Operations and Research (general fund) ............... . 
Operations and Research (Highway Trust Fund) 

(Liquidation of contract authorization) ............ . 
(Limitation on obligations) ...................... . 

Subtotal, Operations and Research ... , .... , .. 

Highway Traffic Safety Grants (Highway Trust Fund) 
(Liquidation of contract authorization) ............ . 

(Limitation on obligations) ...................... . 
Highway safety programs (23 USC 402) ........... . 
National priority safety programs (23 USC 405) . , 
High visibility enforcement .................... . 
Administrative expenses ........................ . 

Rescission of contract authority ................. . 

Total, National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration .......................... , .. . 

Limitations on obligations ................... . 

Total budgetary resources .................... . 

FY 2013 
Enacted 

--.---.----- .. 
12,551,682 
(3,350,000) 

(15,901,682) 

(412,000) 

(39,699,000) 
(39,699,000) 

(739,000) 
-------------

(39,699,000) 
(739,000) 

(40,438.000) 

(251,000) 
(251,000) 

(310,000) 
(310,000) 

(561,000) 

(561,000) 

140,146 

(115,500) 
(115,500) 

255,646 

(554,500) 
(554,500) 
(235,000) 
(265,000) 
(29.000) 
(25,500) 

140.146 
(670,000) 

(810,146) 

FY 2014 
Request 

-450,000 
------ .. ------

12,200,798 
(2,900,000) 

(15,100,798) 

(429,855) 

(40,995,000) 
(40,256,000) 

(739,000) 
-------------

(40,256,000) 
(739,000) 

(40,995,000) 

(259,000) 
(259,000) 

(313,000) 
(313,000) 

(572,000) 

(572,000) 

148,343 

(118,500) 
(118,500) 

266,843 

(561,500) 
(561,500) 
(235,000) 
(272,000) 
(29,000) 
(25,500) 

148,343 
(680,000) 

(828,343) 

Bi 11 

-------------
11.795,600 
(3,350,000) 

(15,145,600) 

(417,000) 

(40,995,000) 
(40,256,000) 

(739,000) 
----------_ ..... 

(40,256,000) 
(739,000) 

(40,995,000) 

(259,000) 
(259,000) 

(313.000) 
(313,000) 
-95,957 

-95.957 
(572,000) 

(476,043) 

117.000 

(139,175) 
(139.175) 

256.175 

(561,500) 
(561.500) 
(235.000) 
(272,000) 
(29,000) 
(25,500) 

-152,281 

-35,281 
(700,675) 

(665,394) 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

-------- .. ---- .. 

-756,082 

(-756,082) 

(+5,000) 

(+1,296,000) 
(+557,000) 

.. _ ............ - .. _ .. - .. 

(+557,000) 

(+557,000) 

(+8,000) 
(+8,000) 

(+3.000) 
(+3,000) 
-95,957 

-95,957 
(+11,000) 

(-84,957) 

-23,146 

(+23,675) 
(+23,675) 

+529 

(+7,000) 
(+7,000) 

(+7,000) 

-152,281 

-175.427 
(+30,675) 

( -144,752) 

Bill vs. 
Request 

+450,000 
--------------

-405,198 
(+450,000) 

(+44,802) 

( -12,855) 

--------------

-95,957 

-95,957 

(-95,957) 

-31,343 

(+20,675) 
(+20,675) 

-10.668 

-152,281 

-183.624 
(+20,675) 

(-162,949) 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2014 (H.R. 2610) 
(Amounts in thousands) 

'Enacted level does not include the 251A sequester or Sec. 3004 OMB ATB 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Safety and Ope rat ions ................................ . 
Rai 1 road Research and Development .................... . 
Research Development and Technology .................. . 
Rail Service Improvement Program ..................... . 
Northeast Corridor Improvement Program (rescission) .. . 
Next Generation High-Speed Rail (rescission) ......... . 

National Railroad Passenger Corporation: 
Operating Grants to the National Railroad 

Passenger Corporation .......................... . 
Capital and Debt Service Grants to the National 

Railroad Passenger Corporation ................. . 
Current Rail Passenger Servi ce ................... . 

Subtotal ....................................... . 

Total, Federal Railroad Administration ......... . 

Federal Transit Administration 

Administrative Expenses .............................. . 

Formula and Bus Grants (Hwy Trust Fund, Mass Transit 
Account (Liquidation of contract authorization) .... . 

(Limitation on obligations) ...................... . 

Public Transportation Emergency Relief Program ....... . 

Transit Formula Grants (Hwy Trust Fund, Mass Transit 
Account (Liquidation of contract authorization) .... . 

(Limitation on obligations) ...................... . 

Research and University Research Centers ............. . 
Research, Development, Demonstration, and Deployment 

Program ............................................ . 
Transit Cooperative Research ......................... . 
Technical Assistance and Standards Development ....... . 
Human Resources and Training ......................... . 
Capital Investment Grants ............................ . 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 

Capital and Preventive Maintenance ................. . 
Rescission (H. Sec. 163) (S. Sec. 167) ................ . 
Rescission of contract authority (H. Sec. 163) ....... . 

Total, Federal Transit Administration .......... . 
Limitations on obligations ..................... . 

Total budgetary resources ...................... . 

Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation 

Operations and Maintenance (Harbor Maintenance 
Trust Fund) ........................................ . 

Maritime Administration 

Maritime Security Program ............................ . 
Operations and Training .............................. . 
Shi p Di sposa 1 ........................................ . 
Assistance to Small Shipyards ........................ . 
Maritime Guaranteed Loan (Title XI) Program Account: 

Admi ni strati ve expenses .......................... . 

Total, Maritime Administration, .............. . 

FY 2013 
Enacted 

178,596 
35,000 

466,000 

952,000 

1.418,000 

1,631,596 

102,713 

(9,400,000) 
(B,478,000) 

44,000 

1,955,000 

150,000 

2,251,713 
(8,478,000) 

(10,729,713) 

32,259 

174,000 
156,258 

5,500 
9,980 

3,740 
~-- .. ---~-----

349,478 

FY 2014 
Request 

184,500 
35,250 
54,750 

3,660,000 

2,700,000 

2,700,000 

6,634,500 

109,888 

25,000 

(9,500,000) 
(8,595,000) 

30,000 
7,000 
7,000 
5.000 

1,981,472 

150,000 

2,315,360 
(8,595,000) 

(10,910,360) 

32,855 

208,000 
152,168 

2,000 

2,655 
~--- ... --~-~- ... -

364,823 

Bi 11 

184,500 
35,250 

-4,419 
-1,973 

350,000 

600,000 

950,000 

1,163,358 

102,713 

(9,500,000) 
(8,595,000) 

20,000 
4,000 
4,000 
2,000 

1,815,655 

125,000 
-81,338 
-70,000 

1,922,030 
(B, 595, 000) 

(10,517,030) 

30,582 

174,000 
143,768 

4,000 

2,655 
... ........ _ .............. _ ... -

324,423 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

+5,904 
+250 

-4,419 
-1 ,973 

-116,000 

-352,000 

·468,000 

-468,23B 

(-9,400,000) 
(-8,478,000) 

(+9,500,000) 
(+8,595,000) 

-44,000 

+20,000 
+4,000 
+4,000 
+2,000 

-139,345 

-25,000 
-81,338 
-70,000 

-329,683 
(+117,000) 

(-212,683) 

-1,677 

-12,490 
-1 ,500 
-9,980 

-1,085 
___________ M __ 

-25,055 

Bi 11 vs. 
Request 

-54,750 
-3,660,000 

-4,419 
-1,973 

+350,000 

+600,000 
-2,700,000 

-1,750,000 

-5,471,142 

-7,175 

-25,000 

-10,000 
-3,000 
-3,000 
-3,000 

-165,817 

-25,000 
-81,338 
-70,000 

-393,330 

(-393,330) 

-2,273 

-34,000 
-8,400 
+2,000 

-------".------
-40,400 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN OEVELOPMENT, ANO RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2014 (H.R. 2610) 
(Amounts in thousands) 

'Enacted level does not include the 251A sequester or Sec. 3004 OMB ATB 

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration 

Operational Expenses: 
General Fund ... , ................................. . 
Pi pe 1 i ne Safety Fund ............................. . 
Pipeline Safety information grants to communities. 

Subtotal ..................................... . 

Hazardous Materials Safety: 
General Fund ..................................... . 
Special Permit and Approval Fees ................. . 

Subtotal ........................ , ............ . 

Pipeline Safety: 
Pipeline Safety Fund ............................. . 
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund ................... . 
Pipeline Safety Design Review Fund ............... . 

Subtotal ..................................... . 

Subtotal, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration ...................... . 

Pipeline safety user fees ............................ . 
Pipeline Safety Design Review fee .................... . 

Emergency Preparedness Grants: 
Limitation on emergency preparedness fund ........ . 

(Emergency preparedness fund) ................ . 

Total. Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration ............................... . 

Research and Innovative Technology Administration 

Research and Development ............................. . 

Office of Inspector General 

Salaries and Expenses ................................ . 

Surface Transportation Board 

Salaries and Expenses ................................ . 
Offsetting collections ........................... . 

Total, Surface Transportation Board .......... . 

General ProviSions, this Title 

Section 193: 
(a) Deployment of Maglev Projects (rescission) ... . 
(b) Rail crossing safety and planning programs ... . 

Total, title I, Department of Transportation .. 
Appropri ati ons ........................... . 
Resci s5i ons .............................. . 
Rescissions of contract authority ........ . 
Offsetting collections ................... . 

Limitations on obligations ................... . 

Total budgetary resources .................... . 

FY 2013 
Enacted 

20,721 
639 

(1,000) 
.. --~-~-~-----

21,360 

42.338 

42,338 

90.679 
18.573 

109.252 

172,950 

-91.318 

(28,318) 
(188) 

81,632 

15,981 

79,624 

29.310 
-1,250 

28,060 

17,945,016 
(17,946.266) 

(-1,250) 

(52.758,000) 

(70,703,016) 

FY 2014 
Request 

21,015 
639 

(1,500) 
-------~-----

21.654 

45,801 
-6,000 

39,801 

133,000 
18,573 

2,000 

153,573 

215,028 

-133,639 
-2,000 

(28,318) 
(188) 

79,389 

85.605 

30,775 
-1,250 

29.525 

22,709.135 
(23 , 169 , 1 35) 

(-2,750) 
(-450,000) 

(-7,250) 

(53,003,000) 

(75,712.135) 

Bi 11 

20,528 
639 

(1.000) 
---_._ .... - .. - .... 

21.167 

42.762 

42,762 

90,679 
18,573 
2,000 

111,252 

175.181 

-91,318 
·2,000 

(28,318) 
(188) 

81,863 

79,624 

29,310 
-1,250 

28,060 

-80,000 
80,000 

15.297,617 
(16,050.769) 

(-433,664) 
(-318.238) 

(-1,250) 

(53,473,675) 

(68,771,292) 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

-193 

-193 

+424 

+424 

+2,000 

+2,000 

+2.231 

-2,000 

+231 

-15,981 

-80,000 
+80.000 

-2.647.399 
(-1.895,497) 

(-433,664) 
(-318,238) 

(+715,675) 

(-1,931,724) 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-487 

(-500) 

-487 

-3,039 
+6,000 

+2.961 

·42,321 

-42,321 

-39,847 

+42,321 

+2,474 

-5,981 

-1,465 

-1,465 

-80,000 
+80,000 

·7,411,518 
( . 7 • 11 8 , 366) 

(-430,914) 
(+131,762) 

(+6.000) 

(+470,675) 

( ·6,940,843) 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2014 (H.R. 2610) 
(Amounts 1n thousands) 

'Enacted level does not include the 251A sequester or Sec. 3004 OMB ATB 

TITLE II - DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Management and Administration 

Executive Offices .................................. . 
Administration, Operations and Management ............ . 
Admi ni strati on Support Offi ces ....................... . 

Program Office Salaries and Expenses: 
Public and Indian Housing ........................ . 
Community Planning and Development ............... . 
Housing .......................................... . 
Pol i cy Development and Research .................. . 
Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity ............... . 
Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Hazard Control .. . 

Subtotal ..................................... . 

Total, Management and Administration ......... . 

Public and Indian Housing 

Tenant-based Rental Assistance: 
Renewals ......................................... . 
Tenant protection vouchers ....................... . 
Administrative fees .............................. . 
Family self-sufficiency coordinators ............. . 
Veterans affairs supportive housing .............. . 
Sec. 811 mainstream voucher renewals ............. . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

FY 2013 
Enacted 

537,789 

200,000 
100,000 
391,500 
22,211 
72,600 
7,400 

...... '" _ .......... "' ...... 
793,711 

-_ .. _---------
1,331,500 

17,242,351 
75,000 

1,375,000 
60,000 
75,000 

112,018 

Subtotal (available this fiscal year)......... 18,939,369 

Advance appropriations ........................... . 
Less appropriations from prior year advances ..... . 

Total, Tenant-based Rental Assistance 
appropriated in this bill ................... 

Rental Assistance Demonstration ....................... 
Public Housing Capital Fund ........................... 

Transformation initiative (transfer out} .......... 
Publ i c Housing Operating Fund ......................... 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) .......... 
Choi ce nei ghborhoods .................................. 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) .......... 
Rescission ........................................ 

Family Self-Sufficiency ............................... 
Native American Housing Block Grants .................. 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) .......... 
Native Hawaiian Housin9 Block Grant ................... 
Indian Housing Loan Guarantee Fund Program Account .... 

(L i mitati on on guaranteed loans) .................. 

4,000,000 
-4,000,000 

18,939,369 

1,875,000 

4,262,010 

120,000 

650,000 

13,000 
12,200 

(976,000) 

FY 2014 
Request 

14,540 

505,313 

220,299 
109,740 
383,375 
21,687 
76,504 
7,642 

.. "' ....... - '" -.. -....... 
819,247 

........ _-----_ .. -
1,339,100 

17,968,278 
150,000 

1,685,374 

75,000 
110,564 

(-15,000) 

19,989,216 

4,000,000 
-4,000,000 

19,989,216 

10,000 
2,000,000 

(-10,000) 
4,600,000 

(-8, 000) 
400,000 
(-2, 000) 

75,000 
650.000 
(-3,000) 
13,000 
6,000 

(1,818,000) 

Bi 11 

12,000 

479,000 

197,000 
99,000 

377,000 
21,000 
71,000 
7,000 

..- .... - .. _ .. __ .. _-
772,000 

.. .... _ .. _----_ .... 
1,263,000 

17,000,000 
75,000 

1,350,000 

75,000 
110,564 

18,610,564 

4,000,000 
-4,000,000 

18,610,564 

1,500,000 

4,262,010 

·120,000 
60,000 

600,000 

6,000 
(1,818,000) 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

+12,000 
-537,789 
+479,000 

-3,000 
-1,000 

-14,500 
-1,211 
-1,600 

-400 
_ .. - .. __ ......... ----

-21,711 
.. .............. "' ............ 

-68,500 

-242,351 

-25,000 
-60,000 

-1,454 

·328,805 

-328,805 

-375,000 

-120,000 

-120,000 
+60,000 
-50,000 

-13,000 
-6,200 

(+842,000) 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-2,540 

-26,313 

-23,299 
-10,740 
-6,375 

-687 
-5,504 

-642 
-"' .. _-----_ .. _- .. 

-47,247 
................................ 

-76,100 

-968,278 
-75,000 

-335,374 

(+15,000) 

-1,378,652 

-1,378,652 

-10,000 
-500,000 
(+10,000) 
;337,990 

(+8,000) 
-400,000 

(+2,000) 
-120,000 

-15,000 
-50.000 
(+3,000) 
-13,000 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2014 (H.R. 2610) 
(Amounts in thousands) 

'Enacted level does not include the 251A sequester or Sec. 3004 OMB ATB 

Native Hawaiian Loan Guarantee Fund Program Account .. . 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) ................. . 

FY 2013 
Enacted 

386 
(41,504) 

Total, Public and Indian Housing.............. 25,871,965 

Community Planning and Development 

Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS .......... . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Community Development Fund: 
CDBG formul a ..................................... . 
Indian CDBG ...................................... . 
Integrated planning and investment grants ........ . 
Neighborhood stabilization program ............... . 
Di saster rel i ef .................................. . 

Subtotal ..................................... . 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Community Development Loan Guarantees (Section 108): 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) ................. . 
Credi t subsi dy ................................... . 
Resci lsi on ....................................... . 

HOME Investment Partnerships Program ................. . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Self-help and Assisted Homeownership Opportunity 
Program ............................................ . 

Capacity Bui1 di ng .................................... . 
Homeless Assistance Grants ........................... . 

Total, Community Planning and Development ...... . 

Hous i ng Prog rams 

Project-based Rental Assistance: 
Renewal s ......................................... . 
Contract administrators .... , ..................... . 

Subtotal (available this fiscal year) ........ . 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Advance appropriations ........................... . 
Less appropriations from prior year advances ..... . 

Total, Project-based Rental Assistance 
appropriated in this bill .................. . 

Housing for the Elderly .............................. . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Housing for Persons with Disabilities ................ . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Housi ng Counsel i ng Assi stance ........................ . 
Rental Housing Assistance ............................ . 
Rent Supplement (rescission) ......................... . 
Manufactured Housing Fees Trust Fund ................. . 

Offsetting collections ........................... . 

Total, Housing Programs ...................... . 

Federal Housing Administration 

Mutual Mortgage Insurance Program Account: 

332,000 

2,948,090 
60,000 

300,000 
-------------

3,308,090 

(240,000) 
5,952 

1,000,000 

53,500 

2,033,000 
... - .. ----------

6,732,542 

9,050,672 
289,000 

9,339,672 

400,000 
-400,000 

9,339,672 

374,627 

165,000 

45,000 
1,300 

6,500 
-4,000 

9,928,099 

FY 2014 
Request 

27,743,216 

332,000 
( -2,000) 

2,798,100 
70,000 
75,000 

200,000 

_ ....... _-_ ...... - .. -
3,143,100 

(-15,000) 

(500,000) 

950,000 
(-5,000) 

20,000 
2,381,000 

---------_ .. _-
6,826,100 

10,007,000 
265,000 

10,272,000 

( -15,000) 

400,000 
-400,000 

10.272,000 

400,000 
(-2,000) 
126,000 
(-1,000) 
55,000 
21,000 
-3,500 
7,530 

-6,530 

10,871,500 

Bi 11 

24,918,574 

303,000 

1,636,813 
60,000 

...... - .. --------
1,696,813 

(500,000) 

-3,000 

700,000 

30,000 

2,088,000 
........................... 

4,814,813 

9,050,672 

9,050,672 

400,000 
-400,000 

9,050,672 

374,627 

126, 000 

35,000 
21,000 
-3,500 
6,530 

-6,530 

9,603,799 

(Limitation on guaranteed loans) .................. (400,000,000) (400,000,000) (400,000,000) 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

-386 
(-41,504) 

-953,391 

-29,000 

-1,311,277 

-300,000 
--------------

-1,611,277 

(+260,000) 
-5,952 
-3,000 

-300,000 

-23,500 

+55,000 
.. .......................... 

-1,917,729 

-289,000 

-289,000 

-289,000 

-39,000 

-10,000 
+19,700 

-3,500 
+30 

-2,530 

-324,300 

Bnl vs. 
Request 

-2,824,642 

-29,000 
(+2,000) 

-1,161,287 
-10,000 
-75,000 

-200,000 

--------------
-1,446,287 

(+15,000) 

-3,000 

-250,000 
(+5,000) 

+30,000 
-20,000 

-293,000 
---_ .. _ .. - .. _ .......... 

-2,011,287 

-956,328 
-265,000 

-1 ,221 ,328 

(+15,000) 

-1,221,328 

-25,373 
(+2,000) 

(+1,000) 
-20,000 

-1,000 

-1,267,701 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2014 (H.R. 2610) 
(Amounts in thousands) 

*Enacted level does not include the 251A sequester or Sec. 3004 OMB ATB 

(Limitation on direct loans) ..................... . 
Offsetting recei pts .............................. . 
Proposed offsetting receipts (HECM) .............. . 
Administrative contract expenses" ............... . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out} ......... . 

General and Special Risk Program Account: 
(Li mitat i on on guaranteed loans} ................. . 
(Limitation on direct loans) ..................... . 
Offsetting receipts .............................. . 

FY 2013 
Enacted 

(50,000) 
-9,676,000 

-170,000 
207,000 

(25,000,000) 
(20,000) 

-588,000 

FY 2014 
Request 

(20,000) 
-10,841,000 

-57,000 
127,000 
(-1,000) 

(30,000,000) 
(20,000) 

-926,000 

Bi 11 

(20,000) 
-10,841,000 

-57,000 
127,000 

(30,000,000) 
(20,000) 

-926,000 

Total, Federal Housing Administration ......... -10,227,000 -11,697,000 -11,697,000 

Government National Mortgage Association 

Guarantees of Mortgage-backed Securities Loan 
Guarantee Program Account: 

(L i mitati on on guaranteed loans) ................. . 
Administrative expenses .......................... . 
Offsetting recei pts .............................. . 
Offsetting receipts .............................. . 
Proposed offsetting receipts (HECM) {Sec. 210) ... . 
Additional contract expenses ..................... . 

Total, Gov't National Mortgage Association .... 

Policy Development and Research 

Research and Technology .............................. . 

Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity 

Fai r Housi ng Act i viti es .............................. . 

Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Hazard Control 

Lead Hazard Reduct i on ................................ . 
Transformation initiative {transfer out} ......... . 

Management and Administration 

Information Technology Portfolio ..................... . 
Work; ng Capital Fund ................................. . 
Office of Inspector General .......................... . 
Transformation Initiative ............................ . 

(By transfer) .................................... . 

Total, Management and Administration ......... . 

(Grand total, Management and Administration) .. 

Total, title II, Department of Housing and 
Urban Development ............................ . 

Appropriations ........................... . 
Rescissions .............................. . 
Advance appropriations ................... . 
Offsetting receipts ...................... . 
Offsetting collections ................... . 

(by transfer) .................................. . 
(transfer out) ................................. . 
(Limitation on direct loans) ................... . 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) ............... . 

(500,000,000) 
19,500 

-100,000 
-647,000 

-23,000 

-750,500 

46,000 

70,847 

120,000 

199,035 
124,000 

50,000 

373,035 

(1,704,535) 

33,496,488 
{40,304,488} 

(4,400,000) 
(-11,204,000) 

{-4,000} 

(70,000) 
(926,257,504) 

(500,000,000) 
21,200 

-100,000 
-707,000 
-12,000 

1,000 

-796,800 

50,000 

71,000 

120,000 
(-1,000) 

285,100 

127,672 

(80,000) 

412,772 

(1,751,872) 

34,939,888 
(43,192,918) 

(-3,500) 
(4,400,000) 

(-12,643,000) 
(-6,530) 
80,000 

-80,000 
(40,000) 

(932,318,000) 

(500,000,000) 
19,000 

-100,000 
-707,000 
-12,000 

1,000 

-799,000 

21,000 

55,847 

50,000 

100,000 

124,000 

224,000 

(1,487,000) 

28,455,033 
(36,831,063) 

(-126,500) 
(4,400,000) 

(-12,643,000) 
(-6,530) 

(40,000) 
(932,318,000) 

8ill vs. 
Enacted 

(-30,000) 
-1,165,000 

+113,000 
-80,000 

(+5,000,000) 

-338,000 

-1,470,000 

-500 

-60,000 
+11,000 
+1,000 

-48,500 

-25,000 

-15, 000 

·70,000 

+100,000 
-199,035 

-50,000 

-149, 035 

(-217,535) 

-5,041,455 
(-3,473,425) 

(-126,500) 

(-1,439,000) 
(·2,530) 

(-30,000) 
(+6,060,496) 

Bill vs. 
Request 

(+1,000) 

-2,200 

-2,200 

-29,000 

-15,153 

-70,000 
(+1,000) 

-185,100 

-3,672 

( -80,000) 

-188,772 

(-264,872) 

-6,484,855 
(-6,361,855) 

(-123,000) 

-80,000 
+80,000 

============= ============= ============= ============== ============== 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION. AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2014 (H.R. 2610) 
(Amounts in thousands) 

'Enacted level does not include the 251A sequester or Sec. 3004 OMB ATB 

TITLE III . OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

Access Board ......................................... . 

Federal Housing Finance Agency, Office of Inspector 
General (legislative proposal) ..................... . 

Offsetting collections (legislative proposal) .... . 

Federal Maritime Commission .......................... . 
National Passenger Rail Corporation Inspector General. 
Nat ional Transportat i on Safety Board.. . ............. . 
Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporation ................ . 
United States Interagency Council on Homelessness .... . 

Total, title III, Other Independent Agencies .... 

FY 2013 
Enacted 

7,400 

24,100 
20,500 

102,400 
215,300 

3,300 
======:::===::== 

373,000 

FY 2014 
Request 

7,448 

48,000 
·4B,000 

25,000 
25,300 

103,027 
204,100 

3,595 
============= 

368,470 

Bill vs. 
Bi 11 Enacted 

7,400 

38,000 +38,000 
-38,000 ·38,000 

24,200 +100 
25,300 +4,800 

102,400 
185,100 ·30,200 

3,000 ·300 
======-=:;:::==== ============== 

347,400 ·25,600 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-48 

·10,000 
+10,000 

·800 

·627 
·19,000 

-595 
============== 

·21,070 
============= ============= ============= ============== ============== 

OTHER APPROPRIATIONS 

Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013 (P.L, 113-2) 

Department of Transportation 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Facilities and Equipment (emergency) .......... '" .... . 29,600 

Federal Highway Administration 

Emergency Relief Program (emergency) ...... , .......... . 2,022,000 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Operating Subsidy Grants to the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation (emergency) .................. . 32,000 

Capital and Debt Service Grants to the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation (emergency) ......... . 86,000 

Federal Transit Administration 

Public Transportation Emergency Relief Program (emerg) 10,900,000 

Total, Department of Transportation....... ...... 13,069,600 

Department of Housing and Urban Development 

Community Planning and Development 

Community Development Fund (emergency) ....... "" ..... 16,000,000 

·29,600 

·2,022,000 

-32,000 

·86,000 

-10,900,000 

·13,069,600 

-16,000,000 
============= ============= ============= ============== ============== 

Total, Other Appropriations ............ """'" 29,069,600 ·29,069,600 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2014 (H.R. 2610) 
(Amounts in thousands) 

'Enacted level does not include the 251A sequester or Sec. 3004 OMB ATB 

Grand total ..................................... 
Appropri at ions .............................. 
Rescissions ................................. 
Rescissions of contract authority ........... 
Advance appropri ati ons ...................... 
Emergency appropri at ions .................... 
Offsetting recei pts ......................... 
Offsetting collections ... , .................. 

(by transfer) ................................... 
(transfer out) .................................. 
(Limitation on obligations) ..................... 

Total budgetary resources ....................... 

FY 2013 
Enacted 

80,884,104 
(58,623,754) 

(4,400,000) 
(29,069,600) 

(-11,204,000) 
(-5.250) 

(52,758,00O) 

(133,642,104) 

FY 2014 
Request 

58,017,493 
(66,778,523) 

( -6,250) 
(-450,000) 

(4,400,000) 

(-12,643,000) 
(-61,780) 

80.000 
-80,000 

(53,003,000) 

(111 ,020,493) 

Bill vs. 
Bi 11 Enacted 

44,100,050 -36,784,054 
(53,267,232) (-5,356,522) 

(-560,164) (-560,164) 
(-318,238) (-318,238) 

(4,400,000) 
(-29,069,600) 

(.12,643,000) (-1,439,000) 
(-45.780) (·40,530) 

(53,473,675) (+715,675) 

(97,573,725) (-36,068,379) 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-13,917,443 
(-13,511,291) 

(-553,914) 
(+131,762) 

(+16,000) 
·80,000 
+80,000 

(+470,675) 

(.13,446.768) 
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Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

(Mr. PASTOR of Arizona asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. The dev-
astating impacts of the Ryan budget 
are on full display in the fiscal year 
2014 Transportation, Housing and 
Urban Development, and Related Agen-
cies bill. 

My good friend, Chairman TOM 
LATHAM, was given an impossible allo-
cation of $44.1 billion. This is $4.4 bil-
lion below the fiscal year 2013 seques-
tration level and $10 billion below the 
level included in the Senate bill. As a 
result, the FY 2014 bill makes deep cuts 
to a number of critical transportation 
and housing programs. 

Within the Department of Transpor-
tation, the bill cuts the programs and 
activities of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration by $756 million below the 
FY 2013 CR level. While the bill pro-
vides enough funds to avoid additional 
furloughs, it is unclear whether FAA 
will be able to completely lift the hir-
ing freeze that has been in place during 
this fiscal year. 

The FAA’s NextGen program will 
also be impacted by delaying the im-
portant developmental work on many 
of the program’s emerging tech-
nologies. 

Amtrak’s capital program is cut by 
more than $350 million, which will 
jeopardize long distance service and 
some short haul routes. At these fund-
ing levels, Amtrak will have to suspend 
mechanical overhauls on equipment, 
which will result in slow orders and 
furloughs of hundreds of mechanical 
employees and engineers. 

The Department of Housing and 
Urban Development sustained even 
deeper cuts. The bill reduces funding 
for the CDBG, the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant, program to $1.6 bil-
lion, which is the lowest level since the 
program was created in 1975. The 
HOME program is funded at $700 mil-
lion, which is the lowest level since the 
program began in 1992. 

The bill funds the Public Housing 
Capital Fund at its lowest level since 
1987, adding more than $1 billion in de-
ferred capital maintenance to an exist-
ing $26 billion maintenance backlog. 

In closing, I do want to commend the 
chairman, TOM LATHAM, for funding 
the critical safety missions of the De-
partment of Transportation and for 
honoring the obligation limitations in 
the surface and aviation bills. The 
chairman has also included sufficient 
funding to move 10,000 more homeless 
veterans off the street and into hous-
ing. 

Despite the chairman’s efforts, I have 
great concerns with the bill as it is 
currently written. I remain hopeful 
that we can achieve a more realistic al-
location as the appropriations process 
moves forward this year. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1515 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE), 
a great member of the committee. 

Mr. COLE. Thank you for yielding, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
Fiscal Year 2014 Transportation, Hous-
ing and Urban Development Appropria-
tions Act. I want to commend my good 
friend, Chairman LATHAM, for making 
some tough choices, but making those 
choices in a manner that was fair, 
transparent, and rational. I also want 
to thank my good friend, Mr. PASTOR, 
the ranking member on the other side 
of the aisle. He’s always a pleasure to 
work with. He’s always a delightful 
Member and he always contributes. I 
know while this bill may not be every-
thing that he would like, he certainly 
added a great deal in the course of our 
deliberations. 

The reality is that because of seques-
tration, the allocation this sub-
committee was given is meager. The 
bill provides $44.1 billion in discre-
tionary spending—a reduction of many 
billions below the fiscal year 2013 en-
acted level. But let’s be clear: that re-
duction is due to the Budget Control 
Act and the mechanism of sequestra-
tion, not the Ryan budget, which sim-
ply recognizes the realities that have 
been agreed upon and passed into law. 
It’s worth noting that our friend, the 
President of the United States, rec-
ommended the sequester, which we’re 
trying to enact in this budget. 

At the same time, even with these 
cuts, the bill has maintained funding 
for the FAA Contract Tower Program, 
a program which is vitally important 
to maintaining safe national airspace. 

The bill also provides funding to con-
tinue assistance to all families antici-
pated to hold section 8 and public hous-
ing vouchers at the beginning of fiscal 
year 2014. I know that was a tough 
mark to make, Mr. Chairman, and one 
that I appreciate that you did make be-
cause you put people first. 

Additionally, this bill fully funds the 
President’s request for veterans hous-
ing vouchers at $75 million, a point 
that my friend, Mr. PASTOR, made. 

Mr. Chairman, I know Mr. LATHAM 
and every member of this committee 
would like to spend more money on in-
frastructure; but because of our $17 
trillion crushing debt and because of 
unrestrained growth and entitlement 
spending, this is where we are and this 
is where we will be until we confront 
out-of-control entitlement spending. 

Many of my friends on the other side 
of the aisle seem to reject this hard re-
ality. Some believe we will never have 
to balance our budget. Some believe 
that trillions of dollars in additional 
tax increases are the solution. And 
some think that we don’t need to make 
any changes in our entitlement pro-
grams. That approach, in my view, 
simply won’t work. 

The deficit we have is far too high, 
but it is less than half of what it was 

when Republicans retook the House in 
2010. That’s progress. But more 
progress will need to be made until 
America actually balances its books. 
And that, I believe, will set the stage 
for faster, more robust economic 
growth. 

I pledge to work with my friends on 
both sides of the aisle to find a com-
promise that will allow us to make vi-
tally important investments while still 
lowering the deficit, but that com-
promise must involve entitlement re-
form. Until then, we frequently will 
continue to see important programs, 
such as the ones in this bill, starved for 
investments that they need. 

So we need to get on to that bigger 
deal that my friend, Mr. LATHAM, 
talked about. I think the product of 
that deal will be much more robust ap-
propriations for this particular sub-
committee. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank my colleague for 
yielding. 

I want to commend both the chair-
man and the ranking member for their 
hard work on this bill. But no amount 
of hard work could redeem this bill, 
and I am rising in strong opposition. 
We call it the THUD bill. Well, the bill 
makes about the same sound as it 
spells—thud. 

The majority’s bill says of our trans-
portation and infrastructure commit-
ments, We don’t care if the wheels fall 
off. It says of our housing and develop-
ment commitments, We don’t care if 
the roof caves in. Thud. 

While I appreciate the hard work of 
the members of this subcommittee and 
of the dedicated staff on both sides of 
the aisle, the funding levels included in 
this bill are just unacceptable. They’re 
impossible. The 302(b) allocation re-
ceived by this subcommittee is 15 per-
cent lower than it was last year. And 
that was already low. It’s 19 percent 
below the Budget Control Act. It’s 
nearly $10 billion below the level that 
the Senate is considering in the same 
bill. 

This funding level reflects the reck-
less discretionary spending caps adopt-
ed by the House majority in the Ryan 
budget resolution, which not only 
locked in sequestration; it doubled 
down on sequestration in order to shel-
ter defense and homeland security bills 
from some of the cuts. This made allo-
cations for our domestic investments 
even worse—far, far beyond the usual 
zone of political disagreement. The 
Transportation and Housing bill we’re 
considering today is a prime example 
of this impossible tradeoff. 

On the transportation side, the bill 
makes deep cuts to the capital pro-
grams of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, Amtrak, and the Federal 
Transit Administration’s New Starts 
program. It zeroes out funding for the 
TIGER program, which has been enor-
mously successful at advancing critical 
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surface transportation projects in com-
munities across the country, and yet 
has had to leave thousands of meri-
torious proposals unfunded. Once 
again, the bill includes no funding for 
the development of high speed rail. 

Funding for our housing needs is 
even worse. The bill reduces funding 
for the Community Development Block 
Grant program, a program that over 
the years has been known for its bipar-
tisan support, to $1.6 billion. That’s the 
lowest level since this program was 
created in 1975. The HOME program is 
funded at $700 million, the lowest level 
since that program began in 1992. And 
the bill rescinds funding for the Choice 
Neighborhoods program, the successor 
program of Hope VI. That means the 
bill lacks funding for any comprehen-
sive revitalization program whatso-
ever. 

During the Appropriations Com-
mittee markup of this bill, Democrats 
offered a series of amendments to re-
store these damaging cuts and produce 
a bill that more adequately meets our 
Nation’s critical housing and infra-
structure needs. All of those amend-
ments were rejected on party-line 
votes. 

Mr. Chairman, perhaps the most 
tragic and disappointing fact about 
this bill is that the cuts it imposes 
could be avoided if the Republican 
leadership would only appoint budget 
conferees to go negotiate, with their 
Senate counterparts, a long-term def-
icit reduction deal that would lift se-
questration and preserve vital invest-
ments in our future. 

Alternatively, Republican leaders 
could reconsider their refusal to talk 
with the President. That offer from De-
cember still stands. They should work 
with him to address the real drivers of 
the deficit—tax expenditures and enti-
tlements—thus, lifting sequestration, 
along with the drag it represents on 
our economy and the mockery it 
makes of the appropriations process. 

The bill before us is exhibit A of this 
travesty. I urge my colleagues to raise 
their voices and their votes against it. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 3 minutes to my distin-
guished friend from Chicago (Mr. 
QUIGLEY). 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I be-
came a member of the Appropriations 
Committee this Congress to make the 
tough funding choices that determine 
our national priorities, but this year’s 
budget allocations have taken those 
choices away from us. 

This bill is being touted as a budg-
etary tradeoff, but there are no trade-
offs in this bill. There are only cuts. In-
vestments in our infrastructure are 
needed more than ever. Yet this bill 
makes some of the most significant 
cuts to vital transportation programs 
in decades. 

We all remember the Recovery Act. 
An interesting fact about the Recovery 
Act is about 6 or 7 percent of that bill 

dealt with infrastructure, but that 6 or 
7 percent of that bill created about 
two-thirds of the jobs that the act cre-
ated. 

Unfortunately, in this bill there’s no 
funding for TIGER grants, which fund 
infrastructure projects like the Elgin- 
O’Hare Western Access Project in my 
district, and no funding for Core Capac-
ity Grants to fund desperately needed 
improvements to transit systems like 
the Chicago Transit Authority. Instead 
of increasing safety and capacity in air 
travel, we’re slashing funding to the 
FAA’s air traffic control modernization 
program. Instead of expanding rail 
service, we’re cutting Amtrak’s capital 
program by 37 percent. 

The housing numbers are even worse. 
This bill cuts funding to housing pro-
grams that not only work but have a 
proven track record of saving the tax-
payer money. There’s no funding for 
the Choice Neighborhoods program, 
which helps communities revitalize 
distressed neighborhoods. There are 
significant cuts to the Housing Oppor-
tunities for Persons with AIDS pro-
gram, which is used to house some of 
the most vulnerable among us, and also 
another program which saves money. 
Community Development Block 
Grants, used by communities across 
the country, have been cut in half and 
are at their lowest levels since the 
Ford administration. 

We’re cutting investments in our fu-
ture and essential services to those in 
need to pay for bloated defense spend-
ing the Pentagon often itself says it 
doesn’t need. In the final analysis, 
countries that succeed invest in re-
search, education, and infrastructure. 
Mr. Chairman, we’re cutting all three. 

I joined this committee to make the 
smart funding choices that will propel 
our Nation forward, but this bill does 
just the opposite. I urge my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. LATHAM. I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. VISCLOSKY). 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I appreciate the 
gentleman yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I, first of all, want to 
thank the chairman of the sub-
committee, the ranking member, and 
all of the members of the sub-
committee for their very good work. 
Given the allocation they have, they 
have done their very best. 

I would follow up on a number of re-
marks by my colleagues, including the 
chairman, and that is we need a deal. 
And my plea to the membership is we 
cannot continue to go on like this. 

This process no longer is on time. 
Our year starts October 1. In 2007, we 
finished in February. In 2008, we fin-
ished in December. In 2009, we finished 
in March. In 2010, we finished in De-
cember. In fiscal year 2011, we finished 
in April. In 2012, we finished in Decem-
ber. This year, we finished on March 26. 

Since 2007, we should have enacted 84 
individual appropriation bills. We have 

enacted nine individually—about 10 
percent of our work. Unfortunately, 
the body has made the work of this 
subcommittee, the full committee, and 
the other 11 subcommittees very dif-
ficult. 

For fiscal year 2013, our committee 
was given a target in the summer of 
2011, under the Budget Control Act. 
The target was changed under a resolu-
tion passed by the House for the budget 
in the spring of 2012. The target was 
changed again on January 1, 2013. Sub-
sequently, we have sequestration. My 
plea to the general membership is, 
please, just give this exceptional com-
mittee one target and let us do our 
work. 

I also am fearful because we are oper-
ating most agencies, including the De-
partment of Transportation and the 
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, under a continuing resolu-
tion that, for the vast majority of my 
colleagues, makes no difference. You 
wouldn’t run your house or your busi-
ness exactly the way you did last year. 

b 1530 
We made these agencies wait 7 

months to tell them they can keep 
doing the same thing for another 5 
months, and on October 1 of this year 
we’re going to do it again. 

Some people say we’re spending too 
much money. I agree, which is why I 
have actually brought a chart to the 
floor. We balanced a budget under 
President Nixon in 1969 for 1 year. We 
balanced a budget for 4 years under 
President Clinton. During those years, 
Federal spending was about 18.9 per-
cent of GDP. For fiscal years 2011, 2012 
and 2013, it was about 22.7. The re-
sponse of this body is: we will do the 
Budget Control Act, and we will have 
mindless sequestration and treat all 
discretionary accounts the same. 

Some people say we don’t have 
enough revenue. They’re absolutely 
right. When President Nixon and Presi-
dent Clinton balanced a budget for 
those 5 years, revenue was 20.1 percent 
of GDP. Today, it is 16.2. 

We had a bill passed on January 1 
that effectively now has limited us as 
far as any future revenue. I would 
point out 204 Members of this body 
voted for that bill in a bipartisan fash-
ion, and 219 Members of this body 
today, in a bipartisan fashion, voted 
for the Budget Control Act, even 
though most of them complain about 
sequestration. 

Today, we have the allocations this 
great subcommittee is faced with, and 
we are pounding our discretionary ac-
counts. The fact is, in 1963 over 67 per-
cent of what we spent as a national 
government was an investment in the 
future, in our children’s future. In fis-
cal year 2012, that was down to 26 per-
cent. 

For those who want to continue this 
madness of going after discretionary 
spending, and particularly domestic 
discretionary spending—Department of 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment—I would point out that 
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year, if we had eliminated the Govern-
ment of the United States, eliminated 
the Congress and the Presidency and 
every agency except the Department of 
Defense and the entitlement programs, 
and did nothing on taxes, our deficit 
last year was $472 billion. It is esti-
mated this year, if we got rid of the De-
partment of Transportation—which I 
think some people are trying to do 
with this allocation—if we got rid of 
HUD, if we got rid of the government, 
except for defense, except for entitle-
ments, and did nothing on taxes, this 
year’s deficit would be $153 billion. 

The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers this year gave our country—the 
United States of America, the greatest 
country on Earth—a D-plus for our in-
frastructure. I have a bridge that was 
blown up in my district next to 
ArcelorMittal and BP. That’s not help-
ing create jobs. 

They claim we are about $1.6 trillion 
short between now and 2020 investing 
in infrastructure. That’s what this bill 
is about, investing in the future. 

We do need a deal; and the chairman 
mentioned it, the ranking member 
mentioned it. We do have to talk about 
entitlements for the sake of our chil-
dren. What about our children when 
Social Security is insolvent in 2033? 
What about our children when Medi-
care is insolvent in 2024? We need to ad-
dress those issues; and we need to ad-
dress the issue of revenue to make sure 
we have enough to invest in those high-
ways, in those classrooms, in those re-
search institutes so that we can have a 
full and vibrant economy going for-
ward. 

For those who want to balance the 
budget and are about this madness of 
sequestration and crushing domestic 
discretionary spending, hurting defense 
discretionary spending, I would also 
point out that the Congressional Budg-
et Office indicated in October of 2011 
that for fiscal year 2012, one-third of 
the deficit would have gone away if we 
simply were at full employment. 

So it is time to talk to each other. It 
is time to put everything on the table. 
It is time to invest in this country. 
And I would hope we do that sooner 
rather than later. 

I appreciate very much the gen-
tleman yielding me time. 

Mr. LATHAM. I would inquire of the 
gentleman from Arizona if he has any 
more speakers. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, we’re waiting for the ranking 
member of the full committee. She is 
on her way. So I will fill in the best I 
can. 

Mr. LATHAM. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. First of all, 
I want to thank my colleague, Mr. VIS-
CLOSKY, who is the ranking member on 
the Defense Appropriations, for his ex-
cellent presentation. Also, I join him in 
making that request to our leadership, 
both the majority and the minority, 
that we begin the conversation. We 
only have a few days before September 

30 rolls around. So I would hope that 
we take his comments seriously and 
get to work and continue the process of 
the appropriation and lift the seques-
tration. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I would 
yield such time as she may consume to 
the gentlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
LOWEY), the distinguished ranking 
member of the full committee. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, what a 
difference a year makes. Last year, 
Chairman LATHAM put forward a re-
sponsible bill that invested in our Na-
tion’s infrastructure and the housing 
needs of our most vulnerable citizens. 
The bill we consider today, which is 
$7.7 billion below the FY 2013 CR level 
and $13.9 billion below the President’s 
request, is a stark contrast. For exam-
ple, last year’s bill funded Amtrak’s 
capital program at the highest level 
ever. This year’s bill funds Amtrak at 
the lowest level in a decade, which will 
likely cause furloughs of mechanical 
employees and slower service. 

Last year, the chairman spoke out 
against an amendment offered by Mr. 
CHAFFETZ to cut the CDBG program to 
$2.95 billion—still $1.3 billion higher 
than the level in this bill. Member 
after Member on the majority side 
spoke out against the cut, noting how 
important CDBG was to economic de-
velopment in cities and States across 
the country. In fact, 17 Republican ap-
propriators, including Chairman ROG-
ERS and Chairman LATHAM, helped to 
defeat this wrong-headed cut by a vote 
of 157–267. 

What changed? Have these programs 
become ineffective? Have local infra-
structure needs and homelessness dis-
appeared? Or do House Republicans 
simply support raising local taxes to 
fund affordable housing and infrastruc-
ture investments? Because that will be 
the result. 

Unfortunately, what has changed is 
that the reckless Republican Ryan 
budget guts investments in domestic 
priorities that increase American pros-
perity. In fact, this bill alone would 
mean the loss of between 125,000 and 
140,000 Tenant-Based Rental Vouchers, 
cause 146,000 people who are now 
housed to become homeless, and result 
in 7,110 fewer jobs created, and $1.4 bil-
lion in lost economic output due to the 
$237 million recision to the TIGER pro-
gram. 

Instead of investing in affordable 
housing to help people make the tran-
sition from dependency to independ-
ence and investing in infrastructure to 
fix deficient transportation systems 
and create jobs, Republicans would 
rather defund the Affordable Care Act, 
block-grant Medicaid, privatize Medi-
care, while protecting subsidies for Big 
Oil and tax breaks for the very wealthi-
est Americans. 

The Senate is currently marking up 
bills at the level to which Democrats 
and Republicans agreed in the bipar-
tisan Budget Control Act. The Senate 
T-HUD bill provides a more responsible 
path that invests in job creation and 

assistance to families suffering in this 
economy. For example, the Senate pro-
vides nearly $10 billion more than the 
bill we consider today for infrastruc-
ture investments that have received 
strong bipartisan support and would 
create jobs, including $1.45 billion to 
fund Amtrak, more than $3 billion for 
the Community Development Block 
Grant program, $550 million for the 
TIGER grant program, and $1 billion 
for the HOME program. 

If we are to avert a developing crisis 
and make progress on long-term fiscal 
challenges, Senate Democrats need a 
partner in the House majority to con-
ference the budget. The American peo-
ple, local governments, and small busi-
ness owners want this budget standoff 
to end so that we can avoid shutting 
down the government in October and 
help them build a stronger economy. 

When will Republicans stop holding 
their livelihoods hostage to the Ryan 
budget? House Democrats are ready to 
work with our Republican colleagues 
to responsibly address our fiscal chal-
lenges. However, if they continue to 
move farther away from consensus by 
turning once bipartisan bills like this 
one, T-HUD, into red meat messaging 
bills for their base, Congress will have 
a difficult time reaching a balanced 
agreement before the CR expires in 2 
months. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
bill. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, before I yield back my time, as 
we start this amendment process, I 
want to thank and commend the staff 
of the subcommittee. These are the in-
dividuals who worked very hard to 
bring this bill forward. They worked 
many hours and put in a lot of time 
and effort, so before we start the 
amendment process I want to recognize 
their hard work. 

So I’d like to thank, from the minor-
ity staff, Kate Hallahan and Joe 
Carlile; from the majority staff, Dena 
Baron, Doug Disrud, Carl Barrick, 
Cheryle Tucker, and Brian Bernard be-
cause they spent countless hours bring-
ing this bill to us. 

Mr. Chairman, I commend Chairman 
LATHAM for doing what he could with 
this bad allocation, and I look forward 
to the amendment process 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. I intend to yield back 

here, but let me associate myself with 
the comments of the gentleman from 
Arizona (Mr. PASTOR) about com-
mending the staff. He named everyone. 
I just wanted to, again, associate my-
self with that and thank him for being 
such a great partner through all this. 
It has been difficult, but the product 
we have is, I think, as good as we could 
possibly have with our allocation this 
year. 

So with that, Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chair, the base bill contains 
divisive policy riders that would pointlessly 
prohibit federal investment in high-speed rail in 
California. 
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Rail has a long history in CA going back to 

1869. Prior to ‘‘the last spike’’ joining Central 
Pacific and Union Pacific railroads, CA was 
isolated from the rest of the country. 

Once the transcontinental railroad was com-
pleted, CA started to develop into! the urban-
ized, industrialized economic and political 
powerhouse that it is today—the 12th largest 
economy in the world. 

What we’re talking about here is jobs. Con-
necting LA and San Francisco will generate 
66,000 jobs annually for 15 years and 2,900 
permanent operations jobs for Phase 1. In the 
Central Valley, initial construction will produce 
20,000 jobs annually for five years. 

If you want to talk about Return on Invest-
ment, the initial state investment of $2.6 billion 
from state bond funds will produce a net eco-
nomic impact of $8.3 to $8.8 billion—a 3 to 1 
return. 

Every year, auto congestion drains $18.7 
billion in lost time and wasteful fuel from the 
state’s economy. 

Our auto congestion is not something we 
can build ourselves out of . . . travel on CA’s 
interstate system is increasing at a rate 5 
times faster than capacity is added. 

Now is the time to invest in High Speed Rail 
in CA. This bill prohibits federal investment in 
high-speed rail in California, and fails to make 
other critically needed investments in our na-
tion’s failing infrastructure: a 37% cut in Am-
trak capital funds which will result in deferred 
maintenance; and a $139 million cut to Fed-
eral Trust Transit Administration capital invest-
ment grants that will cancel scheduled projects 
in California and other states. 

American’s sense of itself as an exceptional 
nation was true when we were investing in our 
national infrastructure, whether it was: elec-
trification of our rural communities, building 
our interstate highway system, or connecting 
the East Coast to the West Coast by rail. 

We need to dream big again and not be 
afraid to make those same kinds of invest-
ments in our national infrastructure, like high 
speed rail, and NextGen for a 21st century air 
traffic control system. 

The American Society of Civil Engineers re-
cently issued their report card for our nation’s 
infrastructure and the United States got a 
grade of D+. 

This bill should be increasing our grade 
from a D+ to an A+. 

We just need the political will. 
Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, to build a vi-

brant economy, we must invest in building our 
nation’s infrastructure in a strategic and cost- 
effective way. Our businesses and commu-
nities need efficient transportation and goods 
movement; our aging neighborhoods need 
help to eliminate blight and to encourage addi-
tional private investment and business growth; 
and, our country needs to invest in job cre-
ation. 

H.R. 2610 does not meet any of these 
needs. The uncompromising austerity of this 
bill strips our economy of its footing and im-
parts damage that will be felt for generations. 

Community Development Block Grants 
(CDBG) programs—critical investments in our 
infrastructure—will be cut in half by H.R. 2610. 
These grants are used to stabilize low income 
neighborhoods with tools that support and 
stimulate economic vitality. For every federal 
dollar spent in CDBG funds another $3 in pri-
vate and public investment is leveraged. 

In Long Beach, CA last year, these grants 
provided services for 384 new and existing 

small businesses, creating many new jobs; 
provided comprehensive services to 18,000 
Long Beach community members, promoting 
progress towards permanent housing and self- 
sufficiency—lifting people out of poverty and 
off government assistance; and, completed ex-
terior repairs and upgrades at 115 business 
sites revitalizing Long Beach neighborhoods. 

Unfortunately, H.R. 2610 eliminates TIGER 
(Transportation Investment Generating Eco-
nomic Recovery Program) grants and it elimi-
nates all funding for the Sustainable Commu-
nities Initiative—both are models of collabo-
rative and efficient government. These two 
models support sustainable regional transpor-
tation systems and land use planning to pro-
mote economic health and workable commu-
nities, respectively. 

America cannot afford to divest in its infra-
structure. I ask for a ‘‘no’’ vote on H.R. 2610. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Chair, I rise today in strong opposition to 
the Fiscal Year 2014 Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development, THUD, appropria-
tions bill being considered before the House. 
This bill fails in almost every regard to 
prioritize our Nation’s crumbling infrastructure, 
expand affordable housing opportunities for 
low- and moderate-income Americans, and 
strengthen local economies through direct in-
vestment and job creation. 

The House bill cuts $7.7 billion from the en-
acted level for FY2013, slashing funds for vital 
community development programs, TIGER 
grants and high-speed rail projects, and even 
key assistance grants for our most vulnerable 
segment of the population: homeless individ-
uals and families. This bill already cuts more 
than $4 billion below the post-sequester 
amounts for FY2013, consistent with the ter-
rible assumptions included in the Ryan Budget 
that the Defense Department will be spared 
from this shared sacrifice. Simply put, this bill 
will place the burden of these cuts squarely on 
the backs of low- and moderate-income Amer-
icans. 

The FY2014 THUD appropriations bill is just 
another example of House Republicans’ re-
fusal to work across the aisle to develop a 
sensible and bipartisan budget agreement that 
does not threaten our economic growth and 
competitiveness. Instead, my Republican col-
leagues have deliberately chosen to ignore the 
demands of the American people by devel-
oping a budget that makes drastic cuts to pub-
lic programs without any deliberation on the 
basis of need or the public good. 

Mr. Chair, the FY2014 THUD appropriations 
bill is simply unworkable in its current form. 
The drastic and indiscriminate cuts found in 
this bill will undermine critical investments in 
our Nation’s infrastructure, hollow out vital 
housing programs, and destroy jobs. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

During consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment who has caused it to 
be printed in the designated place in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Those 
amendments will be considered read. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 2610 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 

Congress assembled, That the following sums 
are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
Departments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2014, and for other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary, $102,481,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $2,618,000 shall be available for the Im-
mediate Office of the Secretary; not to ex-
ceed $984,000 shall be available for the Imme-
diate Office of the Deputy Secretary; not to 
exceed $19,867,000 shall be available for the 
Office of the General Counsel; not to exceed 
$10,107,000 shall be available for the Office of 
the Under Secretary of Transportation for 
Policy; not to exceed $11,572,000 shall be 
available for the Office of the Assistant Sec-
retary for Budget and Programs; not to ex-
ceed $2,500,000 shall be available for the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Govern-
mental Affairs; not to exceed $23,376,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Administration; not to exceed 
$2,020,000 shall be available for the Office of 
Public Affairs; not to exceed $1,595,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the Executive 
Secretariat; not to exceed $1,369,000 shall be 
available for the Office of Small and Dis-
advantaged Business Utilization; not to ex-
ceed $10,778,000 for the Office of Intelligence, 
Security, and Emergency Response; and not 
to exceed $15,695,000 shall be available for the 
Office of the Chief Information Officer: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Transportation 
is authorized to transfer funds appropriated 
for any office of the Office of the Secretary 
to any other office of the Office of the Sec-
retary: Provided further, That no appropria-
tion for any office shall be increased or de-
creased by more than 5 percent by all such 
transfers: Provided further, That notice of 
any change in funding greater than 5 percent 
shall be submitted for approval to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That not to exceed $60,000 
shall be for allocation within the Depart-
ment for official reception and representa-
tion expenses as the Secretary may deter-
mine: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, excluding fees au-
thorized in Public Law 107–71, there may be 
credited to this appropriation up to $2,500,000 
in funds received in user fees: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds provided in this 
Act shall be available for the position of As-
sistant Secretary for Public Affairs. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from 
New York is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Today’s bill is part of 
the House majority’s irresponsible cha-
rade of a budget process. The sequester 
cuts affecting 2013 spending levels are 
having a tangible impact on American 
families and hurting our economy: 
70,000 children losing access to Head 
Start; 4 million fewer Meals on Wheels 
delivered; $1.5 billion in cuts to the Na-
tional Institutes of Health’s lifesaving 
medical research and jobs; degraded 
military readiness; furloughs and re-
duced paychecks for hundreds of thou-
sands of Federal employees; and de-
layed safety modernization at airports. 

b 1545 
My friends on the other side of the 

aisle want it both ways. They adopted 
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a budget resolution that endorses the 
sequester levels for next year, locking 
in a top-line figure $92 billion below the 
Senate’s and the President’s budget 
levels, while they pretend they fixed 
the sequester for defense. They cut 
more than required on the domestic 
side and did nothing to shield defense 
programs from legally mandated cuts 
under sequestration. If the House bills 
are enacted, defense will be cut $48 bil-
lion in January as a result of the se-
quester because the majority has not 
enacted legislation to stop it—$48 bil-
lion when General Dempsey has made 
it very clear to those of us who have 
had recent talks with him that our 
readiness is at stake. 

The Republicans allocated more ade-
quate funding to the initial bills to 
fund military construction, veterans 
affairs, defense, and homeland security. 
The remaining bills have quickly re-
vealed the Republicans’ thoroughly in-
adequate investments to sustain job 
creation and invest in America’s future 
prosperity. 

Perhaps no other bill’s programs 
mean as much to the communities in 
our districts as the bill we are consid-
ering today, yet it guts affordable 
housing and community development 
and underfunds rail, air, and road 
transportation networks. 

The same majority wrote a very dif-
ferent bill last year that reflected an 
understanding of the impact these pro-
grams have on our economy and Amer-
icans’ livelihoods. 

Compare the House bill to the Senate 
version, which is almost $10 billion 
higher. Seventy-three Senators, includ-
ing 19 Republicans, voted to proceed to 
floor debate. The House bill, on the 
other hand, was reported from com-
mittee on a straight party-line vote. 

I would be hard-pressed to find a bet-
ter example of fiddling while Rome 
burns than the House majority’s budg-
et and appropriations process this year. 
They continue to trot out bills despite 
White House veto threats and despite 
even worse sequestration cuts right 
around the corner. 

I have asked at our committee to 
suspend our markup until we con-
ference a budget resolution with the 
Senate so that we can negotiate a rea-
sonable top line for the appropriations 
process. There is no sense in the House 
proceeding alone with levels totally 
unacceptable to the White House and 
the Senate, yet we will be here late 
into the evening again considering 
amendments to a bill that is going no-
where. 

When the House returns after the Au-
gust recess, we will have only 9 legisla-
tive days until the end of the fiscal 
year: 9 days to negotiate a path for-
ward, 9 days to avert a government 
shutdown, 9 days to do the jobs we were 
sent here to do—work together to in-
vest in America and build up our econ-
omy. 

I genuinely hope our majority will be 
prepared in the fall for the necessary 
compromise these negotiations require, 

because this bill shows they are not 
prepared for responsible governance 
today. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, the report for this year’s 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment bill, the ‘‘THUD’’ bill, as I 
noted earlier, states: 

The Nation is in desperate need for infra-
structure and investment. 

I am glad we can agree on that. We 
are indeed in desperate need, yet the 
bill before us hardly reflects that. It 
chooses to prioritize spending cuts over 
putting Americans back to work. It is 
part of a budget process that places 
antitax ideology above all and refuses 
to address the main drivers of the def-
icit. Instead, it simply doubles down on 
sequestration, making sequestration 
even worse with respect to the domes-
tic bills so as to give some measure of 
protection to defense. It is an atrocious 
process, and this bill is Exhibit A for 
this travesty. 

We all know America’s surface trans-
portation network is essential for mov-
ing goods and services, as well as peo-
ple, in an efficient manner. Unfortu-
nately, that transportation system is 
becoming increasingly outdated and in-
effective. The American Society of 
Civil Engineers recently gave Amer-
ica’s infrastructure a cumulative grade 
of ‘‘D.’’ 

Congestion, aging trains and roads, 
and thousands of structurally deficient 
bridges are imposing real costs on the 
American people and on the American 
economy. It is estimated that Ameri-
cans spend 4.2 billion hours a year 
stuck in traffic. I can testify to sharing 
that experience last Sunday. This costs 
the economy $78.2 billion annually. The 
poor condition of our roads costs mo-
torists another $67 billion a year in re-
pairs and operating expenses. 

The civil engineers stated that ‘‘cur-
rent spending amounts to only about 
half of the needed investment.’’ In-
stead, similar to the proposed Ryan 
budget, this Republican fiscal year 2014 
THUD bill would underfund programs 
that provide critical investments in 
transportation alternatives and smart 
growth, providing about $2 billion in 
total for transit programs, which is 
about a 17 percent cut from last year. 

The bill would completely eliminate 
funding for the overwhelmingly pop-
ular and successful TIGER grant pro-
gram, which invests in multimodal 
projects, including roads and bridges, 
transit, high-speed and intercity pas-
senger rail, freight rail, bicycle and pe-
destrian facilities, and ports—these 
things that promise to achieve critical 
national objectives and make our com-
munities more livable and sustainable. 
On top of that, the bill would even re-
scind funding for the fiscal year 2013 
TIGER grant process that is already 
under way. 

The bill also decreases funding for 
the Federal Transit Administration’s 
New Starts and Small Starts program, 
which is the primary source of Federal 
support for major transit capital 
projects that are locally planned, im-
plemented, and operated. They are crit-
ical for leveraging local investment to 
implement transit alternatives. 

And then for yet another year, the 
bill provides zero dollars for develop-
ment of high-speed rail corridor devel-
opment. I speak as a representative of 
a State where high-speed rail develop-
ment between Raleigh and Charlotte is 
well under way and holds great prom-
ise. Yet this bill denies further re-
sources, denies that kind of support for 
other parts of the country. Our Nation 
has a major competitiveness gap in 
this area. These investments make 
sense. Sometimes you have to spend 
some money to make some money, and 
high-speed rail investments have a syn-
ergistic impact. They upgrade our rail 
infrastructure, they improve the mo-
bility of goods and people, and they 
create jobs. 

Finally, Amtrak. This bill is pathetic 
with respect to Amtrak—only $950 mil-
lion total. Of this, only $600 million 
goes to the capital account. That is a 
37 percent reduction from last year and 
more than $1 billion less than the ad-
ministration’s request for capital. 

You can figure out how this is going 
to work. You subtract from that 
amount Amtrak’s required mandatory 
debt service, that is $200 million; safe-
ty-critical work and inspections and 
maintenance mandated by Federal law, 
that is another $200 million; and new 
equipment expected to be delivered 
this year that will add capacity and 
improve returns on long-distance 
trains, that is $100 million. So you see 
where that money is going. It leaves al-
most nothing for capital investment in 
the national system, including improv-
ing accessibility for passengers with 
disabilities. 

When you are cutting things this 
closely, it means the work you are 
going to do is going to be done less effi-
ciently. Amtrak will have to fix prob-
lems only as they occur. It will defer 
major work. That is bad policy. It is 
bad economics. If Amtrak deteriorates, 
service will suffer, revenue will suffer, 
Amtrak’s costs will go up, and that 
will eventually be reflected in higher 
appropriations needs in the future. 

Mr. Chairman, transportation invest-
ments help improve the mobility of 
millions of Americans and provide al-
ternatives to congested roadways. 
They foster the development of more 
livable communities and are proven 
job-creators. It is absolutely penny 
wise and pound foolish to shortchange 
these investments. I urge defeat of this 
bill. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from 
New York is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, by 
gutting investments in transportation 
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and housing, the majority is proposing 
to bring our Nation backward at a time 
when we must be building the infra-
structure needed to compete and win in 
a competitive global economy. 

For example, with today’s legisla-
tion, the majority is proposing to slash 
the Community Development Block 
Grant program by almost half. These 
cuts would be devastating to the work-
ing poor in communities like Roch-
ester, New York, which I represent, 
where block grants provide housing as-
sistance and investments in neighbor-
hoods that are woefully underserved. 

Furthermore, the majority is pro-
posing to gut investments in infra-
structure projects, and particularly 
passenger rail. They do so at a time 
when rail ridership continues to grow 
across the country. 

In Rochester, the Amtrak ridership 
has been increased by 89 percent since 
2008, despite the fact that decades of 
underinvestment have resulted in 
aging rails, delayed trains we have to 
sidetrack to let the freight go by, and 
a crumbling train station. 

I want to say something about this 
train station. It was built over 45 years 
ago as a temporary train station. It has 
not, in all these years, been ADA com-
pliant. You cannot imagine what it is 
like to get somebody in a wheelchair 
from the station up onto the train, or 
to watch a mother with a stroller 
struggle to get up there because it is 
impossible to do. 144,000 people went 
through that railroad station last year, 
and they deserve something more like 
the 21st century. 

I have fought years to improve train 
travel; and we are finally getting to 
build, with a TIGER grant, a new inter-
modal station in the heart of the city. 
Like countless other cities and towns, 
our work has been supported by Fed-
eral TIGER grants, which have pro-
vided vital support in modernizing our 
city’s infrastructure. The funding is al-
lowing Rochester and countless other 
communities to build the roads, rails, 
and runways we need to compete for 
the jobs of the future. But we cannot 
allow that to happen if we cut out the 
very means by which we fund them. 

Ridership, as I have said, on Am-
trak’s high-speed Acela, which I wish 
we had—we only have one sort-of-high- 
speed rail in New York—continues to 
reach record highs, and States like 
California and Illinois and North Caro-
lina are already building high-speed 
rail lines. That is terribly important. 

As cochair of the bicameral Congres-
sional High-Speed Passenger Rail Cau-
cus, I will soon be joined today by fel-
low members who realize the incredible 
value of Amtrak and nationwide pas-
senger rail to our country. 

The truth is that our rail system 
reaches throughout our economy and 
supports tens of thousands of jobs. The 
bill before us today endangers these 
jobs, including the jobs of 20,000 Am-
trak employees and the private busi-
nesses who sold $1.3 billion worth of do-
mestic goods and services to Amtrak 
last year. 

As my colleagues will tell you, en-
dangering jobs today and our economy 
is a recipe for failure, especially at a 
time when our infrastructure really 
needs to be upgraded. As we rebuild 
places like Afghanistan, it always 
makes me so angry. If they are going 
to be building high-speed rail there, I 
want to build it in New York, in Amer-
ica somewhere. 

Let me tell you this story, which I 
think will bring it home to all of you. 

In 1893, the president of New York 
Central Railroad, for reasons I’m not 
really clear, lived way out in upstate 
New York. He had to commute to New 
York City every day during the week 
and spent the weekends at home. In 
1893, they decided they would have a 
race with steam engines, so they raced 
the few miles between Buffalo and 
Rochester to see which one of those en-
gines were the fastest. Mr. Chair, they 
set a world record by traveling at 1121⁄2 
miles an hour between Rochester and 
Buffalo. 

Today, we are on the same track. It 
hasn’t been improved any, but we can’t 
go anywhere near like that. There is no 
way we can get even close to 80 miles 
an hour. We can’t do that. Mostly it is 
about 40. It takes a lot longer now to 
travel from Rochester to Buffalo than 
it did in 1893. 

b 1600 

Crumbling infrastructure like this is 
not only harmful to our economy but is 
an embarrassment to a Nation that has 
never been scared to dream big, and 
while it is true that our Nation has 
faced challenges over the past few 
years, we need big answers. 

The proposed bill fails our country 
now and into the future. Now is not the 
moment to stop investing in our coun-
try nor is it the time to resign our-
selves to a future of diminished suc-
cess. Instead, it is a time to roll up our 
sleeves and to put our country back to 
work. 

We can answer the call of a genera-
tion by investing in the future, and we 
can build a better, more prosperous 
America one road, one runway, and one 
rail line at a time. So I urge my col-
leagues to reject the cynical and back-
wards-looking legislation that is before 
us. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
[From the New York Times, May 12, 1893] 

GREAT SPEED ON THE CENTRAL 

EMPIRE STATE EXPRESS ENGINE TRAVELS AT 
THE RATE OF 1121⁄2 MILES AN HOUR 

BUFFALO, NY, May 11.—If the New-York 
Central officials wanted a record for their 
new engine, No. 999, preparatory to exhib-
iting her at the World’s Fair, they have got 
one now that beats the world. It is 1121⁄2 
miles an hour. 

On Tuesday the Empire State Express, 
drawn by this marvelous machine, made 102 
miles an hour, a great record in itself, but 
Engineer Charles Hogan said she was not 
feeling well that day and could do better. 
She was given a night’s rest here, and yester-
day morning was brought out, looking pon-
derous, trim, and stately, and sent down to 
Syracuse for another trial. 

The Empire State Express arrived in Syra-
cuse on time, and Hogan and No. 999 were 
ready to take her. The engine was coupled on 
and the train left Syracuse on time. Hogan 
let her out a few times on the way to Roch-
ester, just to see if she was feeling good, and 
finding that she responded to every touch of 
the throttle he contentedly bided his time. 
He did not want to get ahead of his schedule 
and he brought her into the Rochester depot 
at just the right moment. The test of speed 
was to come between Rochester and this 
city. Soon after leaving Rochester Hogan 
slowed her down a little, for he intended to 
make up the time at the western end of the 
trip. Passing Batavia, the train was rushing 
along at an easy gait of a mile a minute. 
Then Hogan let her out. The speed increased 
as the engine flew along, and just before 
reaching Crittenden the record of Tuesday of 
a mile in thirty-five seconds was equaled. 
But this was exceeded just this side of that 
station, when the new world’s record of a 
mile in thirty-two seconds was made. 

This is equivalent to 1121⁄2 miles an hour. A 
speed nearly as great was kept up until 
Forks Station was reached, and then Hogan 
slowed her down and allowed her to enter 
Buffalo at her customary speed, arriving on 
time. 

The passengers on board said that the train 
flew along with the same steadiness that 
would have accompanied a slower rate of 
speed. There was no unusual swaying or jolt-
ing, and only persons who were looking out 
for manifestations of extraordinary speed 
would have noticed that the clickety-click of 
the rails sounded like the roar of musketry, 
and the telegraph poles along the track 
seemed like pickets in a fence. 

At a meeting of the Executive Committee 
of the New-York Central Railraod yesterday 
the determination was reached to begin the 
running of the twenty-hour train to Chicago 
on the 28th inst. The train will be know as 
the ‘‘Exposition Flier.’’ The question of fare 
has not yet been definitely settled. Doubtless 
the action of the Trunk Line Presidents to- 
day will have some effect on the rate. An ad-
vance of from $5 to $10 on the regular fare 
will probably be charged. The speed of this 
fast train will be about fifty miles an hour. 

Mr. NADLER. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
New York is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the FY14 Transportation- 
HUD appropriations bill. 

This bill is the perfect illustration of 
the majority’s cruel and misguided pri-
orities. We hear a lot from the other 
side about how we need to cut the 
budget, reduce the deficit and rein in 
spending, but, clearly, that’s just rhet-
oric. Last week, the majority put a bill 
on the floor that increased defense 
spending substantially, including extra 
funding for programs the administra-
tion and the military didn’t want and 
have no intention of using. The reality 
is that the majority in this House is 
perfectly willing to increase spending 
for things they care about, like mili-
tary contracts, but not for ensuring 
adequate housing, investing in eco-
nomic and community development or 
even in transportation infrastructure. 

The bill before us today is so bad 
that it’s hard to imagine how it can be 
fixed. The House bill is fully $10 billion 
less than the Senate bill, and it’s vir-
tually impossible to find offsets for 
amendments to improve the bill, but 
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it’s important for us to highlight some 
of the egregious cuts, such as the dras-
tic cuts to the Amtrak capital and op-
erating budget. Just a few years ago, 
Congress passed the Passenger Rail In-
vestment and Improvement Act, 
PRIIA, which authorized a total of $9.8 
billion for Amtrak for the fiscal years 
2009 through 2013, but the actual appro-
priations for Amtrak over this time pe-
riod was $2.5 billion below the author-
ized amount. 

There is no question we need to in-
vest more in our railroads. A working 
group for the National Surface Trans-
portation Policy and Revenue Study 
Commission reported that the total 
capital cost estimate of establishing a 
national intercity passenger rail net-
work between now and 2050 would be 
about $357 billion, or a little over $8 
billion annually. We are nowhere near 
that, and the bill before us today takes 
us in exactly the wrong direction. This 
bill slashes Amtrak’s capital program 
by 37 percent and Amtrak’s operations 
by 25 percent from last year’s enacted 
level. 

These funding levels would have a 
drastic impact on Amtrak’s ability to 
maintain service. Once you take into 
account Amtrak’s financial obliga-
tions, such as contract payments and 
federally mandated safety work, Am-
trak would have only $100 million to 
cover the investment needs of the en-
tire system. The Northeast corridor 
alone requires about $780 million per 
year to address longstanding state of 
good repair needs, and Amtrak will 
have to defer maintenance, which will 
cause service delays and interruptions, 
and increased costs in the long run. 

This is idiotic. I know some people 
are Amtrak haters no matter the facts, 
but here are a few more facts that are 
noteworthy. 

Commuter lines on the Northeast 
corridor carry 235 million passengers 
every year. These are mostly business 
travelers who rely on the reliability of 
Amtrak’s rail in order for them to get 
to work and foster economic growth. If 
Amtrak cannot maintain the rails ade-
quately, all of these commuter rail sys-
tems around all of our major cities will 
stop being efficient, will stop being 
able to transport their people. 

Amtrak employs nearly 20,000 people 
in 46 States. Amtrak employees paid 
more than $64 million in State and 
local taxes last year. Amtrak did busi-
ness for suppliers equaling about $1.3 
billion last year. Cutting funding for 
Amtrak jeopardizes all of this eco-
nomic activity and all of the good-pay-
ing jobs associated with it. It will ulti-
mately cost taxpayers a lot of money 
in the long run. 

Amtrak provides a vital service for 
communities all around the country. 
We should be increasing investments in 
Amtrak and developing intercity and 
high-speed rail. This bill includes no 
funds whatsoever for the TIGER grant 
program. In fact, it rescinds $237 mil-
lion in previous TIGER funds. The bill 
also includes no funding for the 

Projects of National and Regional Sig-
nificance account, which is authorized 
under the MAP–21 bill that we passed 
last year but that is now subject to 
general fund appropriations. The New 
Starts program will fund some new 
transit programs, but that account is 
cut as well, and there is only enough 
funding to maintain commitments to 
projects currently in the pipeline. So 
there are, essentially, no programs to 
fund any new construction of major 
transportation projects. 

The majority has offered no solutions 
for how to invest in future economic 
growth, to facilitate interstate com-
merce and to maintain our global com-
petitiveness. I urge my colleagues to 
reject these disastrous cuts to Amtrak, 
these disastrous cuts to TIGER and to 
general infrastructure, and to support 
moving us back toward an intelligent 
transportation policy. I have to urge a 
‘‘no’’ vote on the FY14 Transportation- 
HUD appropriations bill. 

Later in this debate, I will discuss 
the equally disastrous cuts in Commu-
nity Development Block Grants. It’s 
just another example of how this bill is 
dismantling the United States. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FATTAH. I move to strike the 

requisite number of words. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. COLLINS of 

New York). The gentleman from Penn-
sylvania is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I come 
to address the House, the Congress of 
the United States. 

We are the wealthiest country in the 
world. We are the most powerful coun-
try in the world. We have one program 
that focuses on improving the lives and 
life chances of people in our lower-in-
come communities across our country. 
It’s called the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant. It was created 
under Republican President Richard 
Nixon in 1974. 

Since its inception, we have invested 
about $132 billion in some 1,209 commu-
nities across our country. Over the life 
of this program, we have invested 
about the same amount as we took to 
build the International Space Station. 
In 1 year, we spent approximately the 
same amount in Afghanistan. This 
year, we are spending $3.3 billion on 
the Community Development Block 
Grant, which is the lowest amount in 
the history of our Nation. 

What the majority, my friends on the 
other side, are proposing in this appro-
priations bill is to spend the least 
amount ever on this effort. They want 
to slash it from $3.3 billion to $1.6 bil-
lion. Now, it’s not that they are mean- 
spirited. It is because the allocation for 
this bill is fatally deficient. It is too 
low to meet the needs of the greatest 
country on Earth in so many respects 
that we could be here all day in point-
ing out the deficiencies, but I want to 
focus on just this one program. 

Because it was created by a Repub-
lican President, it operates in the 
most, I think, approving way for those 
on the other team. That is to say that 

these are grants for which all of the de-
cisions are made at the local level by 
Republican and Democratic Governors, 
by Republican and Democratic local of-
ficials. They decide what the priorities 
are going to be to help uplift these 
communities. So it’s unfortunate that 
they would single out this particular 
program—the only program that we 
have to help the neediest communities 
across our country. I’ve seen it. It has 
worked in local business districts, en-
couraging small business development. 
I’ve seen its work in helping seniors 
put in major systems repair and heat-
ing and windows or roofing so that 
they can be protected in the winter. 

This is a great program, even though 
it was developed by a President of the 
other party. It operates through local 
decisionmaking. It’s already at the 
lowest level ever, and if you added up 
what we’ve invested in it in all of these 
years, it wouldn’t add up to what we’ve 
spent in building the International 
Space Station. If we added up all that 
we’ve spent on it in all of these years, 
it barely gets to the number we spend 
in 1 year in Afghanistan, but we still 
think somehow we should cut it in 
half. 

It’s a wrongheaded decision. I would 
ask that we reconsider it. I know the 
allocation is tough, but it’s going to be 
a lot tougher on so many more Ameri-
cans who live in communities, in being 
reminded of what Jay-Z said, that have 
their shades on and are just waiting on 
the Sun to shine their way. I would ask 
my colleagues to think about that as 
we go forward. Think about the 
wrongheadedness of this and how un-
worthy it is for the greatest country on 
Earth to say to its citizens who need 
our help that somehow we can spend 
money in Afghanistan—in some far off 
place—or that we can build a great 
International Space Station, which I 
support, but that we can’t do anything 
about the challenges in these neighbor-
hoods. I ask the entire House to live up 
to our responsibilities in a much dif-
ferent way than we are doing now. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRIFFIN OF 

ARKANSAS 
Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Mr. Chair-

man, I have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 13, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $500,000)’’. 
Page 56, line 25, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $500,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arkansas is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Mr. Chair-
man, on March 29, 2013, the ExxonMobil 
Pegasus pipeline in Mayflower, Arkan-
sas, spilled thousands of gallons of oil 
into the homes and onto the properties 
surrounding the ruptured pipelines. I 
am committed to making things right 
for the people of Mayflower by ensur-
ing that another spill like this doesn’t 
occur again in Arkansas. 
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The U.S. Department of Transpor-

tation Pipeline and Hazardous Mate-
rials Safety Administration, PHMSA, 
is responsible for regulating and ensur-
ing the safe and secure movement of oil 
and petroleum products to industry 
and consumers through our Nation’s 
interstate pipelines. As an interstate 
pipeline, the inspection of the Pegasus 
pipeline was PHMSA’s responsibility. 

Pipelines move nearly two-thirds of 
the oil and petroleum products trans-
ported annually. Interstate pipelines 
deliver over 11.3 billion barrels of pe-
troleum each year. The cost to trans-
port a barrel of petroleum products 
from Houston to the New York Harbor 
is about a dollar. American pipelines 
are indisputably the safest way to 
move oil, and I remain supportive of 
the pipeline infrastructure as it will 
provide important jobs and energy to 
Americans, but we’ve got to make sure 
these pipelines are safe. Every year, 
pipelines transport more than 11 billion 
barrels of oil, and last year, less than 
five ten-thousandths of 1 percent of it 
was lost to spills. 

We’ve got to do what we can to make 
sure spills that did occur don’t happen 
again. Although the number of spills is 
a minimal fraction of what we safely 
transport throughout the country, I 
know that we can still make more cer-
tain the safety of our Nation’s pipe-
lines. I continue to support the safe 
transport of our Nation’s oil and petro-
leum products, and I have introduced 
my amendment to increase the budget 
for PHMSA’s operational expenses by 
$500,000 to further ensure the safety of 
our Nation’s pipelines. 

This appropriation finances the oper-
ational support costs for PHMSA, in-
cluding agency-wide functions of ad-
ministration, management, policy de-
velopment, legal counsel, budget, fi-
nancial management, civil rights, 
human resources, acquisition services, 
information technology, and govern-
mental and public affairs. 

I ask that the House support this 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LATHAM. I think it is very well 
thought out. The gentleman does have 
it offset, so the committee position on 
this side would be to support the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. GRIFFIN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. I move to strike the 

requisite number of words. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Massachusetts is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to associate myself with the re-
marks of my colleague from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. FATTAH), who talked about 
the underfunding of so many important 

programs in this bill but, in particular, 
of the Community Development Block 
Grant program. 

When we talk about our national se-
curity, it means more than the number 
of missiles that we possess, and it 
means more than the number of mili-
tary bases we have overseas. It means 
as well—and just as importantly— 
many of the priorities that are con-
tained in the Transportation and Hous-
ing and Urban Development appropria-
tions bill. 

That is why it pains me to come to 
the floor today to lament about how 
woefully underfunded key transpor-
tation, infrastructure and housing pro-
grams are in this bill—programs that 
revitalize our communities, help our 
neighbors secure affordable housing, 
and support smart economic develop-
ment. 

b 1615 

The bill, as it is before us today, sim-
ply put, is unfixable at its current allo-
cation level. There are programs like 
the HOME program, which is at its 
lowest funding level in its history. Just 
so my colleagues understand, the 
HOME program is a critical Federal in-
vestment utilized by States and local-
ities to provide affordable rental and 
homeownership opportunities for low- 
income households. As we recover from 
a damaging recession, these cuts in 
this program will put further strain on 
affordable housing opportunities. 

This bill also severely underfunds 
tenant-based rental assistance, project- 
based rental assistance, and the Public 
Housing Capital Fund. I continue to 
hear from housing advocates in my 
home State of Massachusetts, and their 
message is consistent and clear: we 
need more funding in these accounts to 
ensure that all families have access to 
affordable, comfortable, and stable 
housing. 

The families that we’re talking about 
aren’t losing sleep overnight wondering 
whether they’re going to be attacked 
from some country overseas. They’re 
losing sleep overnight because they 
don’t know whether they’re going to 
have shelter to protect their own fami-
lies. They’re worried about their own 
security in this country, and yet we are 
underfunding these programs so signifi-
cantly. 

I’m especially concerned, as my col-
league from Pennsylvania stated, 
about the proposed reduction in Com-
munity Development Block Grant 
funding. This bill cuts CDBG formula 
grants by nearly 50 percent and funds 
this program at its lowest level since 
its creation in the 1970s. 

In April, I joined with 143 bipartisan 
Members on a programmatic request 
letter to appropriators in support of 
$3.3 billion for this program. In July, 
after the subcommittee’s legislation 
was released, 101 bipartisan Members 
wrote to the Appropriations Com-
mittee again expressing support for ef-
fective funding levels. There is dem-
onstrated bipartisan support for Com-

munity Development Block Grants, 
Mr. Chairman, because these dollars 
are at work in communities in each of 
our districts. 

Last week, Governor Deval Patrick 
of Massachusetts announced that 38 
communities in Massachusetts will re-
ceive over $31 million in CDBG funding. 
These dollars will fund housing reha-
bilitation, child care centers, cityscape 
improvements, and social services, just 
to name a few. I also want to point out 
that every $1 in Community Develop-
ment Block Grants leverages an addi-
tional $3.55 in funding to revitalize our 
communities. Investing these Federal 
dollars in our cities and in our towns 
spurs redevelopment efforts and pro-
vides a high return on our investment. 
These funds also create and save jobs. 
Since fiscal year 2005, these funds have 
created or retained over 300,000 jobs. If 
my friends on the other side of the 
aisle are serious about job creation, 
CDBG is not the place to cut. 

Realizing the need for effective fund-
ing, the Senate appropriations bill 
funds the program at $3.15 billion. So, 
should this bill go to conference, Mr. 
Chairman, I would urge my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle to reject 
these cuts in the House bill and sup-
port robust funding for Community De-
velopment Block Grants, a program 
with a proven record of supporting 
community development efforts across 
our country. 

Let’s stop these reckless and harmful 
cuts to our communities. We ought to 
be on the floor today fixing sequestra-
tion. My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle should be on the floor today 
appointing conferees on the budget so 
that we can negotiate more reasonable 
allocations on these appropriations 
bills. 

I would remind my colleagues that 
this is not some abstract debate that 
we’re having here today on the floor. 
These cuts will hurt real people. They 
will pave the way for more deteriora-
tion of our cities and towns. They will 
cost jobs and they will hurt our econ-
omy. Enough is enough. We’re supposed 
to be helping people, not hurting peo-
ple. It’s time for Congress to get its 
priorities straight. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
CDBG program, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to enter into a colloquy with my 
colleague, Mr. LATHAM, the distin-
guished chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. LATHAM. I would be happy to 
enter into a colloquy with the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
know that you know that our Nation 
suffers from a spending-driven debt cri-
sis and the only real remedy is to quit 
spending money that we don’t have. 
But because the President would not 
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work with us to enact meaningful, tar-
geted spending discipline, his sequester 
has been enacted. 

Mr. Chairman, we are stewards of the 
taxpayers’ dollars; and with the Presi-
dent’s sequester in place, I believe that 
it’s more critical than ever that our 
Nation’s transportation funding be 
spent wisely, including funding for the 
FAA’s Contract Tower Program be-
cause, Mr. Chairman, in Washington, 
it’s not always how much money you 
spend that counts; it’s how you spend 
the money. 

I would ask the distinguished chair-
man to work with me and other Mem-
bers to ensure that this critical fund-
ing is allocated to the facilities that 
represent the greatest cost benefit to 
the taxpayer. 

Mr. LATHAM. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HENSARLING. I yield to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LATHAM. I appreciate the gen-
tleman’s attention to this issue. I look 
forward to working with him and the 
FAA to ensure that our limited Federal 
dollars go to towers that provide the 
greatest benefit to the taxpayer. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I thank the 
chairman, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Maryland is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chair, I rise 
today in strong opposition to H.R. 2610. 
This bill, which was crafted to conform 
to the strangling and senseless limits 
of the Ryan budget, would cut the total 
discretionary funding for the Transpor-
tation-HUD appropriations measure by 
$7.7 billion below the enacted fiscal 
year 2013 appropriation and by more 
than $4 billion below the level of fund-
ing provided after sequestration took 
effect. 

These cuts would devastate programs 
like the Community Development 
Block Grant program and the HOME 
program, which are essential to sup-
porting development in cities through-
out our Nation and to providing hous-
ing and other services to our most vul-
nerable citizens. 

This bill would also be devastating to 
our national passenger rail service, 
Amtrak; and that is the specific issue I 
will address today. 

The bill before us would cut the cap-
ital grant provided to Amtrak by some 
$352 million and cut the operating 
grant by $119 million below the enacted 
fiscal year 2013 levels. Such cuts would 
likely force Amtrak to reduce its 
maintenance levels and furlough main-
tenance personnel. Such cuts may even 
lead to reduced service on the North-
east corridor, the critical link on the 
eastern seaboard among Washington, 
D.C., Baltimore, Philadelphia, New 
York, and Boston. 

In their views on the Transportation- 
HUD appropriations measure, the mi-

nority noted that this bill is out of 
touch with reality and that it is no-
where more evident than in the pro-
posed funding level for Amtrak. 

While the House majority has under-
taken a relentless effort to destroy 
Amtrak, the traveling public has made 
it clear they consider Amtrak to be an 
essential part of our Nation’s transpor-
tation network. 

Amtrak finished fiscal year 2012 hav-
ing carried more than 31 million pas-
sengers—the highest number of pas-
sengers in any year since Amtrak was 
created. This total included more than 
11 million passengers who traveled on 
the Northeast corridor. Together, the 
long-distance routes had their highest 
passenger volumes in 19 years and Am-
trak set 12 consecutive monthly rider-
ship records in fiscal year 2012. To put 
this number in perspective, if Amtrak 
were an airline, it would be the sixth 
largest in the country. 

Americans have voted with their 
ticket purchases, and they are choos-
ing to ride Amtrak in greater numbers. 
In fact, record ridership growth is con-
tinuing in fiscal year 2013. Rather than 
seeking to destroy a service critical to 
our Nation’s mobility, we should be in-
vesting in this system to ensure it can 
continue to meet increased passenger 
demand with increased speed and effi-
ciency. 

Significant infrastructure improve-
ments are needed all along the North-
east corridor to create truly high-speed 
rail service. In Maryland, for example, 
the B&P tunnel, which carries every 
train traveling into Washington, D.C., 
from all points north of the city, must 
be replaced. This tunnel was opened in 
1873 and its design limits train speeds 
to 30 miles per hour. We would not 
think of relying on technology from 
the 1870s in other aspects of our lives. 
We wouldn’t want medical technology 
or communications technology from 
the 1870s. And we should not be content 
to rely on transportation infrastruc-
ture from the 1870s. 

The President has rightly threatened 
to veto this bill; and rather than waste 
the House’s time on legislation like 
this that threatens to degrade our 
transportation networks and delay pas-
sengers and commerce, we should be 
considering bills that will make long 
overdue investments to expand our mo-
bility and support our economic 
growth. Rather than cutting invest-
ments in Amtrak, we should be invest-
ing in the development of truly high- 
speed rail on the Northeast corridor 
and throughout the northeastern 
United States. 

And before we consider this or any 
other appropriations measures, the 
House and Senate should follow regular 
order by appointing conferees who can 
resolve a budget that can be adopted by 
both bodies and that can then guide 
the development of appropriations 
measures for fiscal year 2014. 

I urge Members to oppose this mis-
guided legislation, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Connecticut is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, this 
Transportation-Housing and Urban De-
velopment bill before us today is the 
latest in a long series of appropriations 
bills from the House majority that 
grossly underfunds the fundamental 
priorities of American families. Every 
time we see a new appropriations bill 
come from this majority, the vital na-
tional needs that are meant to be cov-
ered in that legislation have been cut 
to the bone. 

In this case, this bill makes deep cuts 
in everything from the upkeep of the 
traffic control system to Amtrak to 
Community Development Block Grants 
and HOME grants. This bill endangers 
our infrastructure, our public safety, 
and our communities. It is yet another 
example of the problems created by the 
majority’s obsessive fixation on slash-
ing all nondefense spending programs 
to the detriment of the priorities we 
were elected to uphold. 

Let’s step back for a moment and 
look at the big picture. The Budget 
Control Act of 2011 placed strict limits 
on appropriations—defense as well as 
domestic—that are scheduled to re-
main in place through 2021. The non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office 
has estimated that these caps will re-
duce spending by a total of $840 billion 
over 10 years, compared to the policies 
previously in place. 

Now, on top of these Budget Control 
Act caps, we also have the deep and in-
discriminate across-the-board cuts 
caused by sequestration. Despite 
claims to the contrary by this major-
ity, the effects of the sequester cuts 
are real. They’re real and they are 
damaging. We are talking about chil-
dren losing access to Head Start and 
the opportunities for their growth and 
development that early childhood edu-
cation provides. Low-income women 
will lose access to the cancer 
screenings that could say their lives. 
Seniors will be hungry because Meals 
on Wheels distribution has been pared 
back. 

When the new school year starts in 
September, school districts already 
struggling to make ends meet will face 
an additional across-the-board 5 per-
cent cut in Federal aid. And in terms of 
medical research, the National Insti-
tutes of Health will be supporting the 
smallest number of research project 
grants this year in more than a decade. 

These cuts will have profound and 
lasting consequences for families, for 
students, for the pace of scientific re-
search. But despite that, the majority 
apparently thinks that the problem 
with sequestration, at least when it 
comes to domestic spending, is that the 
cuts were too small. They have been 
assembling a series of bills for 2014 that 
cut the resources for nondefense pro-
grams by a total of almost $47 billion 
below the 2013 postsequester level. 
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That is not the right direction for this 
country. That’s not what we ought to 
be doing. 

In total, the majority’s 2014 budget 
bills will bring funding for nondefense 
appropriations to their lowest level on 
record as a share of GDP, with records 
on this basis going back to 1976. In 
other words, the majority proposes to 
spend less, relative to the economy, on 
things like infrastructure, scientific 
research, education, environmental 
protection—the key investments that 
grow our economy—than at any time 
in nearly the last 40 years. 

Within the total, some bills are tar-
geted for larger cuts than others. Se-
questration already cuts the transpor-
tation, housing, and infrastructure pro-
grams covered in today’s bill by more 
than $3 billion, and this legislation 
would slash another $4.4 billion. 

b 1630 

That’s bad enough, but the largest 
cuts of all come in the Labor-Health 
and Human Services-Education bill, 
which the majority seems to consider 
the very lowest priority. The alloca-
tion to that bill starts with this year’s 
$7 billion in sequestration cuts, and 
then cuts $28 billion more. Think about 
it for a moment. For programs like 
education, medical research, job train-
ing, public health, the majority does 
not just want to double down on se-
questration; they want to quadruple 
down. 

This is not about saving money or re-
ducing the deficit. This is about ide-
ology, pure and simple. The majority’s 
approach is not required by the Budget 
Control Act. On the contrary, in total, 
their bills are $47.7 billion below the 
Budget Control Act cap on non-defense 
spending, and that is the cap with se-
questration in place. 

Because this bill is already far leaner 
than even the BCA and sequestration 
require, there are no offsets to be had 
to ameliorate the deep and dangerous 
cuts to Community Development Block 
Grants, housing, Amtrak, or mass tran-
sit. The bottom line is the majority is 
very explicitly trying to underfund the 
priorities in this legislation. They have 
put forward a budget that sets our gov-
ernment and our Nation up to fail. 

This is not the right choice for Amer-
ica, for our kids or our future. Respon-
sible budgeting means making key in-
vestments that grow the economy and 
improve American families’ quality of 
life. This is just not a responsible budg-
et. I urge defeat of this grossly inad-
equate bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I rise to join my 
colleagues in strong support of the 
Community Development Block Grant 
program and the tremendous benefits 
that this program has afforded millions 

of low- and moderate-income Ameri-
cans since its inception in 1974 under 
Republican leadership. The Community 
Development Block Grant is a vital 
tool that the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development uses to provide 
for new developments and affordable 
housing in local communities all 
across the country. 

The fiscal year 2014 House Transpor-
tation-Housing and Urban Develop-
ment appropriations bill indiscrimi-
nately slashes the grants by almost 
half, or $1.6 billion less than the cur-
rent $3.3 billion for fiscal year 2013. 
These cuts do not reflect a change in 
need or have any basis in reality, and 
they would do incredible harm to local 
communities across the entire Nation. 

The House version of this bill is sim-
ply unworkable in its current form, 
and it plainly ignores many of the ben-
efits that the CDBG program provides 
for the 1,209 State and local govern-
ments that receive these grants. Since 
1974, CDBG has invested over $135 bil-
lion in local economies. Every dollar 
that has been invested leverages an ad-
ditional $3.55 in non-CDBG funding, 
which can go toward improving exist-
ing infrastructure, new jobs, and hous-
ing repairs, as well as homeownership 
assistance. By slashing CDBG funding, 
the House majority will invariably 
bring harm to countless low- and mod-
erate-income Americans. I’m not pre-
pared to do that, and neither are many 
of us, even many Republican col-
leagues. 

Cuts from years prior have already 
had devastating consequences. The city 
of Dallas, for example, is considering 
another round of cuts or eliminating 
certain programs entirely in light of 
projected budget reductions. For Dal-
las, this could mean eliminating grants 
for affordable housing developers, 
shrinking the Mortgage Assistance 
Program, and decimating new home 
construction in areas targeted by 
CDBG revitalization. 

Mr. Chairman, the fiscal year 2014 
Transportation-Housing and Urban De-
velopment appropriations bill will 
bring considerable harm, and consid-
ering it this week is just another exam-
ple of the misguided policies of the cur-
rent Republican majority. As long as 
the current majority Republicans 
refuse to work together with House 
Democrats to develop a sensible budget 
framework, the American people will 
continue to suffer the consequences of 
draconian cuts to invaluable social 
programs. 

When we shut down everything, it 
does not help us economically. It shuts 
us down. It moves us backwards. There 
is a right way and a wrong way, and we 
cannot continue to do it the way this 
current Republican majority is push-
ing. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Rhode Island is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chairman, I am 
proud to join my colleagues today in 
advocating for critical investments to 
rebuild our Nation’s transportation in-
frastructure. The bill we are consid-
ering this week makes devastating cuts 
that will have serious consequences on 
our ability to compete in the global 
economy and ensure the stability and 
well-being of local communities. 

The fact of the matter is that our in-
frastructure is crumbling, with the 
American Society of Civil Engineers 
grading the United States with a D- 
plus on their annual report card assess-
ing the condition of America’s infra-
structure. In my home State of Rhode 
Island, 21 percent of our 757 bridges are 
structurally deficient and in need of re-
pairs. 

In the short-term, supporting our Na-
tion’s roads, rails, and airports will 
generate job growth in a construction 
sector that remains hard hit from the 
recession—employing the talented, ca-
pable men and women of the building 
trades to rebuild America. 

In a rapidly changing global econ-
omy, the ability to quickly and safely 
transport goods, services, and informa-
tion is a real advantage. To compete 
successfully, every American business, 
from energy companies and manufac-
turers to technology companies and 
farmers, must have access to a world- 
class connected transportation system. 
transportation system. 

But to maintain this edge, virtually 
every expert has said we must continue 
to invest in rebuilding America. If you 
don’t believe me, look at the strategic 
decisions being made by competing na-
tions. Just last week, China’s Ministry 
of Rails announced plans to invest an-
other $32 billion to upgrade their rail 
system. In June, President Putin pro-
posed investing $43 billion to build a 
new superhighway in Moscow, mod-
ernize the Trans-Siberian Railway, and 
construct a brand-new 500-mile high- 
speed rail line. 

While Russia and China are betting 
on their economic future, my friends 
on the other side of the aisle have of-
fered a bill that would unquestionably 
set us back. This bill guts investments 
in our railroads, cutting more than $468 
million in funding for Amtrak com-
pared to fiscal year 2013 enacted levels 
and eliminates all funding for high- 
speed rail. 

This bill cuts intercity passenger rail 
despite recent reports demonstrating 
how rail has been an area of growth. 
According to a report from the Brook-
ings Institution last year, Amtrak was 
our Nation’s fastest growing mode of 
transportation in the last 15 years. 

My local train station in Providence, 
Rhode Island, has seen ridership totals 
increase by more than 137 percent, and 
Amtrak is not just used by tourists. 

So, demand for intercity passenger 
rail service has grown exponentially in 
the last decade and our competitors 
abroad have noticed, investing billions 
in their rail systems. But here, some of 
my colleagues have decided to slash 
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funding and put our rail system at 
risk. This is clearly the wrong ap-
proach. 

Of course, this legislation does not 
only jeopardize our Nation’s rail sys-
tem; it also slashes funding for munic-
ipal and State governments hoping to 
invest in critical local projects. 

This bill eliminates all funding for 
the TIGER grant program in fiscal 
year 2014, and it rescinds $237 million of 
the $500 million appropriated for the 
current fiscal year. 

The TIGER program invests in inno-
vative, multimodal transportation 
projects, providing for upgrades of 
bridges, roads, ports, and other trans-
portation infrastructure that are crit-
ical to regional economies. But perhaps 
most importantly, this is a program 
that encourages local stakeholders to 
plan for their future and think about 
innovations to local transportation in-
frastructure that will spur growth and 
create jobs. This is exactly how Fed-
eral investments are supposed to work. 

Unfortunately, this bill once again 
leaves our State and local partners 
without the resources needed to help 
strengthen local communities. Sadly, 
it gets worse. This bill also jeopardizes 
the still-fragile recovery of our housing 
market and communities at risk. 

For example, this bill decimates 
funding for the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant program, which was 
signed into law by a Republican Presi-
dent who recognized the importance of 
assisting communities by providing 
flexibility to invest in everything from 
wastewater treatment facilities to 
housing and economic development. 
This critical program is a lifeline for 
families facing difficult economic chal-
lenges and provides critical resources 
to promote economic development and 
improve quality of life. 

Today, this bill cuts CDBG funding 
levels almost in half compared to cur-
rent enacted levels, the lowest level of 
funding since it began, and a billion 
dollars less than President Ford re-
quested for the program in 1975. Let 
that sink in. This bill cuts our invest-
ments in local projects so drastically 
that we have reduced programs to less 
than 60 percent of what they were near-
ly four decades ago. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill clearly does 
not reflect our values and priorities as 
a Nation. I urge my colleagues to re-
ject this reckless and shortsighted bill, 
and to work together on a plan to re-
spond to our urgent transportation and 
infrastructure needs and a plan that 
dedicates resources to strengthening 
local communities. Our ability to pro-
mote growth, create jobs, and compete 
in a global economy depends on it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. CHU. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. CHU. Mr. Chairman, I am in 
strong opposition of the underlying 
bill, as it makes damaging cuts to 

Community Development Block 
Grants. A cut of $1.6 billion—a nearly 
50 percent reduction from the previous 
year—is not smart policymaking. 
These draconian cuts will no doubt 
have lasting harmful effects on our 
communities throughout the country. 

Since 1974, over 1,200 communities re-
lied on CDBG funds to support develop-
ment projects and make other impor-
tant improvements. These funds are 
used in providing social services for the 
poor and senior citizens, improving di-
lapidated housing facilities, supporting 
local food banks, and maintaining local 
parks. CDBG funds are critical invest-
ments made by the Federal Govern-
ment to bring important benefits to 
local communities. 

My district, for example, stands to 
lose almost $2.2 million next year if 
these cuts go into effect. That’s nearly 
half of what they got last year. And it’s 
on top of hundreds of thousands cities 
in my district have already lost due to 
the poorly designed automatic cuts 
known as sequestration. The city of 
Pasadena will see their funding drop 
from $1.7 million to under $1 million. 
The city of Alhambra will see their 
funding drop from around $800,000 down 
to only $430,000. 

These cuts are more than lines on a 
piece of paper. They will have real im-
pacts on my neighbors and my commu-
nity. Take People for People, a food 
bank run by the West San Gabriel Val-
ley Church Council for the last 25 
years. People for People provides the 
homeless and needy families with 
clothes and boxes of food. During the 
recession, they saw a 20 percent spike 
in the numbers of families who came to 
them for help. Last year, they were 
able to support hundreds of families 
that are suffering right now. Hundreds 
of families stay afloat with local dona-
tions and a $27,000 grant through 
CDBG. But this year, because of Fed-
eral Government cuts, they will receive 
75 percent less, merely $7,000. 

But People for People isn’t the only 
program that will get hit. Countless 
other nonprofit service organizations 
around the San Gabriel Valley will be 
forced to serve fewer low-income resi-
dents at a time when they need it the 
most. CDBG funds have helped fund tu-
toring, health services, small business 
assistance, senior services, food assist-
ance, and fair housing services. Cities 
will have to cut back on home rehabili-
tation programs that improve blighted 
neighborhoods and public facilities, im-
provements that make cities safer and 
more accessible. And fewer construc-
tion projects mean fewer construction 
jobs, too. 

During this time of economic recov-
ery, we cannot pull out the rug from 
programs that are vital to helping our 
constituents. Our cities, our commu-
nities, and our constituents cannot af-
ford these drastic cuts to CDBG fund-
ing. I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ 
on this terrible bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 1645 
Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman and my 
colleagues, I rise today because our 
Transportation-HUD Appropriations 
Act is insufficient to maintain our na-
tional transportation infrastructure 
and invest properly in community de-
velopment and safe, affordable housing. 

This Transportation-HUD Appropria-
tions Act really guts investments crit-
ical to strong, sustainable commu-
nities. And, in particular, it decimates 
the Community Development Block 
Grants program, slashing it in half to 
the lowest level since the program 
began in 1975. 

This isn’t just something that hurts 
Democrats. It hurts Republicans, it 
hurts everybody. It’s across the board. 
And so, for the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant program to work 
and ensure access to decent, affordable 
housing, to provide services to the 
most vulnerable in our communities, 
and to create jobs through the expan-
sion and retention of businesses, we’ve 
got to reject this proposal before us. 

Communities across the country rely 
on the Community Development Block 
Grant to provide critical services for 
low-income people and their families, 
as well as economic development as-
sistance to small businesses and infra-
structure improvements. 

To this day, the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant remains the prin-
cipal source of revenue for localities to 
use in devising flexible solutions to 
prevent economic and social deteriora-
tion in lower-income neighborhoods 
and communities throughout the Na-
tion. 

These grants are an important tool 
for helping local governments tackle 
serious challenges facing their commu-
nities, making a difference in the lives 
of millions of people and their commu-
nities across the Nation. 

Now, Detroit is a longstanding Com-
munity Development Block Grant 
grantee, receiving an average of $33 
million in annual funding, while Wayne 
County, which Detroit is in, receives 
an additional $5.3 million. Yet, this 
proposal in the appropriations bill 
would drastically cut these funds. 

The CDBG program in Detroit and 
Wayne County, includes preserving 
low- and moderate-income neighbor-
hoods, offering a range of housing 
choices, constructing urban infrastruc-
ture, improving the appearance of 
urban and rural communities, increas-
ing the quality of neighborhood-based 
living, and decreasing negative envi-
ronmental impacts. 

For my conservative friends to con-
tinue to focus solely on reducing the 
deficit, in particular doing so on the 
backs of the most vulnerable Ameri-
cans, is unnecessary and not appre-
ciated. Although deficit reduction is an 
important task, Congress can’t balance 
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the budget on the backs of working 
families. And sharply reducing pro-
grams like the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant and HOME is going 
the wrong direction. 

I would say, this is the second major 
cut for the Community Development 
Block Grant funding since the Great 
Recession. The CDBG Coalition, con-
sisting of national organizations rep-
resenting local elected officials, State 
and local government practitioners, de-
velopment organizations, and nonprofit 
organizations, all strongly oppose 
these cuts. 

These are individuals working daily 
in their communities, with the most 
acute awareness of what their commu-
nities need. So, in support of them and 
our constituents, we must fund CDBG 
formula grants at no less than the $3.3 
billion in FY14. 

So, Mr. Chairman, once again I ask 
the Congress to stop trying to balance 
the budget on the backs of working 
families. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. Mr. Chair-
man, during the appropriation process, 
over 100 Members and I expressed our 
concern about the low funding level for 
Community Development Block 
Grants. 

These grants are one of the most suc-
cessful, cost-effective Federal pro-
grams that encourage economic growth 
in our cities and communities across 
the country. According to the United 
States Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, every $1 of CDBG 
investment leads to an additional $3.55 
of investment from outside sources. 

In California’s 35th Congressional 
District, the cities of Pomona, Chino, 
Ontario, Fontana, and Rialto, where 
people of all parties reside, currently 
receive Community Development 
Block Grant funding. This funding is 
used to build affordable housing, con-
struct sidewalks, and invest in energy 
efficiency, water conservation, gang 
prevention, and after-school programs. 

These programs maintain strong 
neighborhoods and promote a higher 
quality of life for residents in the dis-
trict. With the proposed cuts in this 
bill, it is estimated that they will lose 
50 percent of funding for next year. 

I strongly oppose these devastating 
cuts. I ask that other Members con-
sider their communities and oppose 
these cuts too. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Maryland is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. HOYER. Let me start with the 
fact that I choose to believe that Mr. 
LATHAM does not like this bill. Mr. 
LATHAM’s not listening to me. Mr. 
Chairman, I wanted to say that I start 

my debate, that I choose to believe 
that you do not like this bill. I know 
you. I’ve worked with you over a long 
period of time. 

This bill is insufficient to meet the 
obligations of this subcommittee. It is 
unworthy of the support of this House. 

Mr. Chairman, there are many things 
wrong with the 2014 Transportation- 
Housing and Urban Development ap-
propriation bill, but perhaps none more 
egregious than its severely painful cuts 
to the Community Development Block 
Grants. 

Now, let me start with this observa-
tion. This is not about a poor people’s 
program. It helps some poor people, but 
it helps communities—rich, moderate, 
and poor. 

This is not about the 47 percent. This 
is about the 100 percent. 

The Community Development Block 
Grant program was enacted on a bipar-
tisan basis in 1974 and signed into law 
by the President, Gerald Ford, former 
minority leader of this House, Presi-
dent of the United States. From its be-
ginning, it has served as a model of 
how bipartisan compromise in Congress 
can help tackle important challenges 
on the local level. 

For nearly 40 years, these grants 
have been awarded on a formula basis 
to State and local governments for in-
frastructure development, the creation 
and maintenance of affordable housing 
units, anti-poverty initiatives. 

It makes communities better. It em-
powers Members of Congress to be able 
to help their local communities who 
elect them. These grants save lives in 
our largest cities and in our smallest 
towns, in Alaska, in Hawaii, and in 
Maryland. 

The cuts in this bill would reduce 
Community Development Block Grants 
by more than half. America is not 
bankrupt. America need not claim de-
feat and retreat. America has the re-
sources, if it has the will, to grow our 
economies, to grow our communities, 
and to make them better. 

We appropriated around $3.8 billion 
for these grants in fiscal year 2012, 
while this bill would cut that figure to 
just $1.6 billion. To put this into per-
spective, in 2001 we spent $4.7 billion 
under George Bush II on Community 
Development Block Grants. 

After years of whittling away at 
those critical grants which empower 
our States, counties, and cities to help 
the most vulnerable have a chance at 
finding jobs and putting roofs over 
their heads, it would be devastating to 
communities whose budgets are al-
ready pushed to the limit and rely on 
these grants to serve all of their resi-
dents. 

Our friends on the other side of the 
aisle talk a great deal about fiscal re-
sponsibility. But what about social re-
sponsibility? 

Now I’m a strong proponent of fiscal 
responsibility. But if fiscal responsi-
bility is not coupled with social respon-
sibility, it is not worthy of this House 
or this country. 

Community Development Block 
Grants are an instrument of our com-
mon citizenship and, yes, our common 
humanity. In this case, however, they 
are a poignant example of the Repub-
lican strategy of disinvestment in 
America and abandonment of our com-
munities and their people. Surely we’re 
better than that, Mr. Chairman. 

When we considered the Veterans Af-
fairs, military construction, and De-
fense appropriations bills that included 
robust funding, we knew those funds 
had to come from somewhere. Here it 
comes. 

Like our Republican friends, we be-
lieve we must invest in a strong, na-
tional defense, as Chairwoman MIKUL-
SKI has been doing on the Senate Ap-
propriations Committee. But we do not 
share the Republican majority’s view 
that we ought to abandon our domestic 
priorities in the process. We’re better 
than that. 

None of us are surprised that their 
strategy to deal with the sequester is 
to ignore its consequences and impose 
cuts even deeper, even deeper, even 
deeper than the sequester calls for. In 
fact, I know of a number of our col-
leagues on the Republican side who see 
the folly in such strategy but cannot or 
will not speak up, for fear of the polit-
ical consequences from the radical 
right. This bill is proof that such a 
strategy is underway. 

It’s not only an abdication of respon-
sible leadership, it is a recipe for grid-
lock, as Democrats in the House and 
Senate could never agree to it. Reject 
this bill. We can and must do better. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from the District of Columbia is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, this is a 
slash-and-burn budget. I don’t know 
why we bother. 

Whether you’re looking at the com-
munity block grant or the section I’m 
going to say a few words about, the 
Amtrak section, you can see what 
we’re about—we’re supposed to reau-
thorize a highway bill this year and a 
railway bill this year. That certainly 
won’t matter if the Transportation and 
HUD appropriations bill simply ignores 
authorized infrastructure spending and 
building. 

The federal government has Amtrak 
because the private sector insisted that 
we take it. They showed, they proved 
that you can’t run a railroad without 
public subsidy. 

Amtrak has done an amazing job con-
sidering how little public subsidy it has 
gotten. The private sector gave it to us 
because they couldn’t handle the oper-
ating expenses, and they couldn’t han-
dle the capital costs. 

Now, Amtrak, by the ticket, is basi-
cally handling the operating expenses. 
Shame on us that we will not come for-
ward to do our part with the capital ex-
penses. With a 37 percent cut in capital 
expenses, that is the way, Mr. Chair-
man, to run a railroad into the ground 
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that otherwise is doing very well on its 
own dime. 

There is a thirty-five percent dif-
ference between the House and Senate 
bills. The Republican bill is bipartisan. 
Yet, we’re about to pass a bill here 
that nobody would consider in the Sen-
ate, and that the President would have 
to veto. 

Why are we going through these ap-
propriations exercises that amount to 
nothing? 

b 1700 

Amtrak is more than sustaining 
itself. Virtually each month this year, 
it has had record ridership. Amtrak ac-
tually recovers almost 80 percent of its 
operating costs out of ticket revenue. 
That’s amazing. It seems to me Am-
trak ought to be rewarded rather than, 
as this bill does, be punished. 

Amtrak carries 31 million passengers 
every year, and it keeps increasing. 
Travellers are preferring rail and 20,000 
people across 47 States work for Am-
trak. Yes, we know about it best here 
in the East, where Amtrak also has 1 
million daily commuters. 

This is our national railroad. It’s un-
believable that we would be content to 
see every single nation in the world 
that considers itself an advanced na-
tion be generations ahead of us on rail-
road development. We are two genera-
tions behind, for example, on high- 
speed rail. Yet there are zero dollars in 
this bill for high-speed rail. 

Amtrak is very well managed. In the 
committee we have heard what they 
have done and how they have done it. 
But they can’t manage without at least 
some recognition from the Congress 
that we, too, have a role to play in the 
railroad. No railroad in the world is un-
subsidized. This one is subsidized very 
little. It is still able to run most of its 
trains over 100 miles an hour. 

We ought to understand who we’re 
talking about. We’re not just talking 
about the Acela from the District of 
Columbia to New York. Among the 25 
busiest Amtrak stations are Seattle, 
Harrisburg, and Bakersfield, California. 

At a time when the airlines are in 
trouble and have reduced their oper-
ations, Amtrak keeps growing in rider-
ship each month. I have a winning op-
eration here. But this bill sends it back 
into losing for us. We don’t need to do 
that. We have a railroad that offers 
middle class jobs to 20,000 people, 200 of 
them in the District of Columbia. Let’s 
do what we need to do in the T–HUD 
bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GALLEGO 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 3, line 5, strike ‘‘not to exceed’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is a very simple amend-
ment. It simply strikes three words, 

‘‘not to exceed,’’ with respect to the 
budget of an office that I consider to be 
pretty important, and that is the Intel-
ligence, Security, and Emergency Re-
sponse. 

As you look through the bill, every 
single part of the Office of the Sec-
retary has a separate line item, and in 
looking at the bill, I noticed, for exam-
ple, that for emergency response and 
security we have budgeted a little over 
$10 million. On the other hand, we have 
budgeted about twice as much for the 
lawyers for the Office of General Coun-
sel. The lawyers somehow get twice as 
much as emergency response and secu-
rity. Frankly, as I look at the list and 
how the money is divided, we spend $24 
million roughly, which is nearly more 
than two times as much for the Assist-
ant Secretary for Policy—all of that 
being more important than security. 

For me, as a Member of Congress who 
represents some 59,000 square miles, in-
cluding five ports of entry and 800 
miles of the Texas border with Mexico, 
an area, frankly, where we have seen 
emergencies and emergency response 
before, frankly, where the Congress is 
consistently and rightfully concerned 
about security, it seems to me that we 
would give the Department of Trans-
portation some additional flexibility. 

This doesn’t raise per se the amount 
of money that’s available to them. 
What it does is give them additional 
flexibility so that in the event they 
don’t spend the line items from the 
other items like the Office of Public 
Affairs or the Office of General Coun-
sel, it gives them the flexibility to 
spend more money for intelligence, se-
curity, and emergency response. 

I think if you ask every single indi-
vidual Member of Congress what is 
more important, the lawyers or the De-
partment of Transportation Office of 
Intelligence, Security, and Emergency 
Response; what is more important, the 
lawyers at the Department of Trans-
portation or the Office of Intelligence, 
Security, and Emergency Response, all 
of these kinds of things, especially for 
a Member from the border, I think se-
curity is more important. 

Again, it doesn’t cost more money. It 
doesn’t appropriate any more money, 
per se. What it does is gives the agency 
the ability to move money around and 
the flexibility to provide additional 
money, should it become necessary. 
Frankly, one never knows what kind of 
emergency is going to come up. One 
never knows what is going to happen, 
whether it’s going to be a natural dis-
aster or a terrorist attack. It always 
pays to have the emergency response 
folks have the level of flexibility that 
they need in order to understand that 
regardless of what happens, they have 
the opportunity to do their jobs and to 
do their jobs well. 

Additional budget flexibility in times 
of limited dollars and limited budgets, 
I think, is very key. So what this 
amendment would propose to do is sim-
ply strike those three words, ‘‘not to 
exceed,’’ so that there would poten-

tially be an opportunity for the De-
partment of Transportation to spend 
more money on emergency response 
and security than the little over $10 
million that’s allotted to them for the 
whole year. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to say that I am not opposed to the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I support the gentleman’s amend-
ment. It ensures that the Office of In-
telligence, Security, and Emergency 
Response would receive no less than 
$10.778 million. This office performs im-
portant security functions of the De-
partment of Transportation. 

I would urge my colleagues to sup-
port this amendment, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. COLLINS of 
Georgia). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. GALLEGO). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to express my strong opposition 
to the draconian cuts to the Commu-
nity Development Block Grant, or 
CDBG, program in this legislation. 

The CDBG program has a proven 
record of success in stabilizing and re-
vitalizing communities across the 
country by directly providing funds to 
local communities and giving them the 
flexibility to decide where the funding 
will have the greatest impact. In the 
last 7 years, CDBG has assisted over a 
million low- and moderate-income 
homeowners to rehabilitate their 
homes, keeping neighborhoods and 
communities safe and stable. 

More than 30 million people have 
benefited from CDBG-funded public im-
provement programs, including senior 
and child care centers, homes for per-
sons with disabilities, safe streets, and 
shelters for victims of domestic vio-
lence. Funds have also been used to 
provide public services to millions of 
low- and moderate-income households, 
including employment training, meals 
to seniors, and services for abused chil-
dren. 

But the real impact of CDBG is not 
seen on the national scale. It is seen on 
the streets and in the neighborhoods of 
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the communities that receive these 
funds. In my district, CDBG funds have 
established adult literacy programs, 
legal support for immigrant victims of 
domestic violence, and youth summer 
employment opportunities. It has pre-
served public housing and addressed va-
cant housing and lots in at-risk neigh-
borhoods, providing support and guid-
ance for small, locally owned busi-
nesses. 

Because of the flexibility CDBG pro-
vides, the city government has been 
able to identify the most pressing 
needs and the most at-risk commu-
nities and allocate funds as they are 
needed. When we invest CDBG funds in 
our cities, we see an immediate impact 
in the neighborhoods as nonprofit and 
private entities follow, bringing new 
development and opportunities for resi-
dents. 

Mr. Chairman, CDBG was a change 
from the old way in which specific pro-
grams were specifically funded. People 
in this House—mostly Republicans, I 
must say—said, Give more flexibility 
to local governments; instead of giving 
to 20 categorical-specific programs, 
fund them into one or two Community 
Development Block Grants so they can 
be used more efficiently. We have done 
that. We have combined a lot of cat-
egorical programs into CDBG, and now 
we want to tear it to pieces. 

Despite the success that CDBG has 
had, the bill we are debating on the 
floor today would cut funding to $1.6 
billion, which is a 50 percent cut from 
this year, and the lowest funding level 
in the 40-year history of the program— 
lower than when President Ford sup-
ported it, even without inflation ad-
justments. 

In New York, CDBG funding would 
fall from $164 million to $82 million. 
These funding levels will leave hun-
dreds of thousands of New Yorkers and 
millions of Americans without access 
to the vital services and support that 
CDBG provides. 

How did we get here? Why are we vot-
ing to gut this proven, efficient, flexi-
ble program? Why are we voting for a 
50 percent cut in an already much too 
small allotment? The answer is simple: 
the slash-and-burn Republican budget. 
The same budget that provides tax 
breaks for the wealthy and large cor-
porations and unneeded increases in de-
fense spending while slashing funding 
for Medicaid, food stamps, and WIC has 
left appropriators with such small 
funding allocations that this bill was 
unworkable and unrealistic from the 
start. 

So here we are, slashing programs 
that serve and protect the most vulner-
able among us—programs that are 
proven to save us money in the long 
run and programs that support flexi-
bility and accountability in our com-
munities. 

We may disagree, Mr. Chairman, on 
how to keep our economy strong, but 
we should all agree that we must stop 
piling these cuts on the backs of sen-
iors and the working poor, women, 

kids, and the middle class. Stop these 
cuts to our communities. We should re-
ject this bill unless it’s grossly in-
creased in the aggregate, which it 
won’t be, as we know. So we should re-
ject this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I agree 
with my colleague from New York. 
This bill has too many cuts, and I will 
oppose final passage. But it does have 
comparable funding levels between the 
House and Senate for the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administra-
tion, which administers distracted 
driving prevention grants to the 
States. This is an area where we need 
to do more. 

Every year thousands of accidents, 
many fatal, result from people texting 
or talking on their phones while driv-
ing. I’m not just talking about using a 
hands-free device. I’m talking about 
someone driving with one hand while 
talking on a cell phone or texting with 
the other hand. 

In 2011, 3,331 people in the U.S. were 
killed in crashes involving a distracted 
driver—up from 3,267 in 2010. And in 
2011, more than 387,000 people were in-
jured in an accident involving a dis-
tracted driver, and 416,000 were injured 
in 2010. In 2012, the last year of updated 
data, 10 percent of injury crashes re-
sulted from distracted driving. It’s 
clear that we must use every oppor-
tunity available to push for strong dis-
tracted driving laws, much the same as 
we did for drunk driving, which 
worked. 

So I encourage my colleagues to 
renew their commitment to address the 
deadly issue of distracted driving. My 
Districted Driving Prevention Act, 
H.R. 1664, withholds funding from 
States that do not make both texting 
and talking on a phone while driving a 
primary offense, and goes further than 
the U.S. Department of Transpor-
tation’s efforts to raise awareness and 
provide grants. These are important ef-
forts, and they should be funded ade-
quately; but they don’t go far enough. 

To date, only nine States make both 
texting and talking on a phone while 
driving a primary offense: my home 
State of New York, followed by Cali-
fornia, Connecticut, Delaware, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, Nevada, New Jersey, 
Washington, and West Virginia. That’s 
a start, but it falls short of estab-
lishing a national highway safety base-
line that saves lives. 
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In conclusion, let me say, when study 
after study shows us that distracted 
driving is just as dangerous as drunk 
driving, Congress cannot continue to 
ignore the problem when only nine 
States have taken action that meets a 
reasonable standard of safety. Any-
thing less leaves our roads unsafe, our 

constituents in danger, and more un-
necessary deaths as a result. 

I urge adoption of my amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 

For necessary expenses related to the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Research 
and Technology, $14,220,000, of which 
$8,218,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016: Provided, That there may be 
credited to this appropriation, to be avail-
able until expended, funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, other public 
authorities, and private sources for expenses 
incurred for training: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the powers and duties, functions, authorities 
and personnel of the Research and Innova-
tive Technology Administration are hereby 
transferred to the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Research and Technology in 
the Office of the Secretary, including the au-
thority to accept funding from modal admin-
istrations for support of Global Positioning 
System activities pursuant to reimbursable 
agreements with the Assistant Secretary for 
Research and Technology in the Office of the 
Secretary; Provided further, That notwith-
standing 49 U.S.C. 102 and 5 U.S.C. 5315, there 
shall be an Assistant Secretary for Research 
and Technology within the Office of the Sec-
retary, appointed by the President with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to lead 
such office; Provided further, That any ref-
erence in law, regulation, judicial pro-
ceedings, or elsewhere to the Research and 
Innovative Technology Administration shall 
be deemed to be a reference to the Office of 
the Assistant Secretary for Research and 
Technology of the Department of Transpor-
tation. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LATHAM 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk, No. 19. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 4, beginning on line 4, strike all 

through page 5, line 6 and insert the fol-
lowing: 

For necessary expenses of the Research 
and Innovative Technology Administration, 
$14,220,000, of which $8,218,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2016: Provided, 
That there may be credited to this appro-
priation, to be available until expended, 
funds received from States, counties, mu-
nicipalities, other public authorities, and 
private sources for expenses incurred for 
training. 

Mr. LATHAM (during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to dispense with the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, this is 

a technical amendment that provides 
the existing $14.7 million in DOT fund-
ing to the Research and Innovative 
Technology Administration, rather 
than a new Assistant Secretary. 

This amendment is noncontroversial 
and addresses concerns of the Science 
and the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committees. It does not affect the 
scoring of the bill. 
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I urge its adoption, and I yield back 

the balance of my time. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I have no objection to the amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LATHAM). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
NATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENTS 

(RESCISSION) 

Of the funds made available under this 
heading in division F of Public Law 113–6, 
$237,000,000 are permanently rescinded. 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT CAPITAL 

For necessary expenses for upgrading and 
enhancing the Department of Transpor-
tation’s financial systems and re-engineering 
business processes, $4,990,000, to remain 
available through September 30, 2015. 

CYBER SECURITY INITIATIVES 

For necessary expenses for cyber security 
initiatives, including necessary upgrades to 
wide area network and information tech-
nology infrastructure, improvement of net-
work perimeter controls and identity man-
agement, testing and assessment of informa-
tion technology against business, security, 
and other requirements, implementation of 
Federal cyber security initiatives and infor-
mation infrastructure enhancements, imple-
mentation of enhanced security controls on 
network devices, and enhancement of cyber 
security workforce training tools, $2,000,000, 
to remain available through September 30, 
2015. 

OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 

For necessary expenses of the Office of 
Civil Rights, $9,384,000. 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH, AND 
DEVELOPMENT 

(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses for conducting 
transportation planning and research, 
$6,000,000, to remain available through Sep-
tember 30, 2015: Provided, That of the unobli-
gated balances made available by Public Law 
111–117 and designated for a single project in 
the accompanying conference report, $750,000 
are hereby permanently rescinded: Provided 
further, That of the unobligated balances 
made available by Section 195 of Public Law 
111–117, $2,000,000 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 

For necessary expenses for operating costs 
and capital outlays of the Working Capital 
Fund, not to exceed $172,000,000 shall be paid 
from appropriations made available to the 
Department of Transportation: Provided, 
That such services shall be provided on a 
competitive basis to entities within the De-
partment of Transportation: Provided further, 
That the above limitation on operating ex-
penses shall not apply to non-DOT entities: 
Provided further, That no funds appropriated 
in this Act to an agency of the Department 
shall be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund without majority approval of the 
Working Capital Fund Steering Committee 
and approval of the Secretary: Provided fur-
ther, That no assessments may be levied 
against any program, budget activity, sub-
activity or project funded by this Act unless 
notice of such assessments and the basis 
therefor are presented to the House and Sen-
ate Committees on Appropriations and are 
approved by such Committees. 

MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE CENTER 
PROGRAM 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, $333,000, 
as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 332: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying 
such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Pro-
vided further, That these funds are available 
to subsidize total loan principal, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$18,367,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed loan program, 
$589,000. 

MINORITY BUSINESS OUTREACH 
For necessary expenses of Minority Busi-

ness Resource Center outreach activities, 
$3,068,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2015: Provided, That notwith-
standing 49 U.S.C. 332, these funds may be 
used for business opportunities related to 
any mode of transportation. 

PAYMENTS TO AIR CARRIERS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

In addition to funds made available from 
any other source to carry out the essential 
air service program under 49 U.S.C. 41731 
through 41742, $100,000,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That in determining between or among car-
riers competing to provide service to a com-
munity, the Secretary may consider the rel-
ative subsidy requirements of the carriers: 
Provided further, That no funds made avail-
able under section 41742 of title 49, United 
States Code, and no funds made available in 
this Act or any other Act in any fiscal year, 
shall be available to carry out the essential 
air service program under sections 41731 
through 41742 of such title 49 in communities 
in the 48 contiguous States unless the com-
munity received subsidized essential air 
service or received a 90-day notice of intent 
to terminate service and the Secretary re-
quired the air carrier to continue to provide 
service to the community at any time be-
tween September 30, 2010, and September 30, 
2011, inclusive: Provided further, That basic 
essential air service minimum requirements 
shall not include the 15-passenger capacity 
requirement under subsection 41732(b)(3) of 
title 49, United States Code: Provided further, 
That none of the funds in this Act or any 
other Act shall be used to provide essential 
air service to communities that require a 
rate of subsidy per passenger in excess of 
$500. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. YOUNG OF 
ALASKA 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 9, line 6, after ‘‘communities’’ insert 

‘‘in the 48 contiguous States’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I want to 
thank Chairman LATHAM for his leader-
ship on this bill. It’s difficult times. 

This is a very simple amendment. In 
1978, when Congress deregulated the 
airline industry, it also provided a 
means to protect rural communities. 
The Essential Air Service program en-
sures the continuation of service to 
communities that would have lost all 
air service through deregulation. While 
this is a vital program, I respect the ef-
forts of the chairman to find cost sav-
ings. 

The bill excludes communities from 
participating in the program if they re-
ceive a per-passenger subsidy of greater 
than $500. Current law excludes com-
munities if they receive over $1,000 per 
passenger, with the exception of com-
munities in Alaska and Hawaii. This 
recognizes that communities in Alaska 
and Hawaii are completely dependent 
on air travel. 

Alaska has limited road infrastruc-
ture. Eighty-two percent of Alaskan 
communities do not have a road sys-
tem. In many of these communities, 
everything has to come in by air. My 
amendment clarifies that the proposed 
reforms will not alter the longstanding 
recognition of the realities in Alaska 
and Hawaii—no roads, no alternatives, 
complete dependence on aviation. 

My amendment has no score per CBO 
and does not impact funding levels of 
the program. My amendment provides 
a no-cost solution to ensure the most 
remote areas of our Nation are not ex-
cluded from participating in this pro-
gram. I’d just like to remind my col-
leagues if you take all the land east of 
the Mississippi River to the Atlantic 
Ocean, from Maine to Florida, that’s 
Alaska. And you think about it, in that 
area, there’s 253 Congressmen and 52 
Senators. That’s really different. Ha-
waii has the same problem—not quite 
as large, but we have only one way to 
communicate, and that’s with air serv-
ice. 

I urge the passage of this amend-
ment. It is a very simple amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LATHAM. I just will stand up in 
favor of the amendment and I will be 
calling a recorded vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Hawaii is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in strong support of the Young amend-
ment. This amendment will continue 
the administration of the Essential Air 
Service program, recognizing the 
unique characteristics of both Hawaii 
and Alaska. 

The Essential Air Service program 
was put into place to guarantee that 
small communities, like the commu-
nities in our States, will continue to 
maintain a minimal level of scheduled 
air service with access to the national 
air transportation system. Especially 
in times of medical emergencies or nat-
ural disasters, this literally is the dif-
ference between life and death for the 
people in our communities. 

In a State like Hawaii, where I’m 
from, where island communities are 
separated by the Pacific Ocean, access 
to air service is oftentimes the only 
transportation option available if serv-
ice needs to be provided with any regu-
larity or within specific time con-
straints. 
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One example is Kalaupapa, a commu-

nity on an isolated peninsula on the 
north shore of Molokai. When Hansen’s 
disease was first introduced to the Ha-
waiian Islands, all people afflicted with 
this disease were sent to this rural 
community, Kalaupapa. Today, it is a 
refuge for the remaining residents and 
patients who, now cured, would still 
like to live there. If not for the assist-
ance of the Essential Air Service pro-
gram, the only way to get in and out of 
that community is a 3.5 mile trail 
down a 1,700-foot sea cliff used by mule 
riders and hikers. This trail is ex-
tremely steep and challenging and has 
been made impassable in the past be-
cause of heavy rains. This is just one 
example of why this continued air serv-
ice is critical to the people who con-
tinue to live in this community. 

Hawaii and Alaska, as illustrated, 
have unique geographical limitations 
and challenges. Whereas other commu-
nities are generally accessible by vehi-
cle, that’s not always the case in the 
noncontiguous States; 31⁄2 miles doesn’t 
sound very far until you’re looking up 
the side of a steep cliff from the back 
of a mule. 

The amendment being offered by 
Representative YOUNG would continue 
this program’s recognition of our ex-
ceptional geographic challenges. This 
amendment maintains the current 
practice of Alaska and Hawaii being 
exempt from restrictions on what com-
munities are eligible for the Essential 
Air Service program. 

Currently, only two communities in 
Hawaii qualify—Kalaupapa and 
Kamuela—but maintaining this air 
service is critically important for all 
people who live in these areas. 

I would also just like to take a mo-
ment to recognize my colleague from 
Hawaii, Congresswoman COLLEEN 
HANABUSA. She has worked very closely 
with Congressman YOUNG on this 
amendment and would have liked to 
have been here to speak in strong sup-
port of it today were it not for Tropical 
Storm Flossie, where she is stuck in 
Hawaii, across the Pacific Ocean away. 

I would like to thank Representative 
YOUNG for offering this amendment and 
for his leadership, and strongly urge 
my colleagues to support the Young 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I rise in support of this amend-
ment. I want to make sure that my 
friends who live far, far away from 
where I live do understand that many 
of us understand the dynamics that 
they’ve presented. Arguably, their ar-
gument is unassailable, and I rise in 
support of their amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alaska will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 
Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 9, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $250)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
Essential Air Service program is an ex-
pensive government handout. It is, in 
effect, welfare for airplanes. 

Page 9 of the bill expressly states 
that the per passenger subsidy ex-
tended to rural communities—and by 
the way, we’re not talking about Ha-
waii and Alaska here; we’re talking 
about places like Muscle Shoals—for a 
flight that would not otherwise exist is 
capped at $500. I think that’s too high. 
I don’t know why we should be, in ef-
fect, paying people $500 to fly to Muscle 
Shoals. I don’t see the sense of that at 
a time when we’re cutting food stamps 
and cutting block grants to commu-
nities. I think it’s a poor way to spend 
taxpayer funds. My amendment would 
reduce this subsidy to a still-very-high 
$250 per passenger because $500 per pas-
senger is simply outrageous. 

If passengers don’t want to pay for 
aviation routes, then they simply 
shouldn’t exist. For 500 bucks per pas-
senger, we could literally rent a lim-
ousine for every single person aboard 
each flight and drive them to the single 
nearest commercial airport. 

I understand the need for rural serv-
ices in necessary aspects of life, like 
Postal Services, telephones, and even 
the Internet; but I cannot understand 
the need to subsidize regular airline 
flights that would otherwise not exist 
to the tune of $500 per passenger. 

The bill before us today would cut 
community development funds in 
half—to the lowest level since the pro-
gram began in 1975. It would cut HOME 
Investment Partnerships to the lowest 
level since that program began in 1992. 
And it would drastically reduce the 
amount of section 8 rental assistance 
and increase homelessness. Under these 
circumstances, I cannot stand by in 
good conscience and allow a subsidy 
like this to continue. 

I offer this amendment today because 
it’s more important to put a roof over 
the heads of the poor than it is to hand 
out corporate welfare to United Air-
lines and to support aviation routes 
that simply should not exist. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to this amendment. 

We have, in the bill, restrained the 
growth of this program, keeping the 
total amount at $216 million—$116 mil-
lion of which is from fees and $100 mil-
lion provided in discretionary appro-
priation for the fiscal year 2012 pro-
gram level. So it’s at the same level as 
it was before; we don’t have any in-
crease. 

Mr. Chairman, I really urge the ad-
ministration, the authorizers, if they 
want to reform this program, to actu-
ally get to work, do it—not on an ap-
propriation bill where we have had no 
discussion, no debate. It is an issue 
that should be handled by the author-
izers rather than on this appropriation 
bill. 

We need the comprehensive reform so 
that isolated communities can be 
served while restraining growth in this 
program. But I do urge a ‘‘no’’ vote, 
Mr. Chairman. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I would agree with Chairman 
LATHAM that this reform needs to come 
about, and it shouldn’t be in an appro-
priation bill. Hopefully, the T&I au-
thorizing committee will look at this 
issue and come to a decision. 

It was interesting that the amend-
ment before this amendment, we basi-
cally waived Hawaii and Alaska. And 
here we are now limiting the Essential 
Air Service to $250. I would tell you, as 
we tried to explain to my colleague 
from Florida, that this would probably 
cause 100—maybe a little more—small-
er communities not to be able to link 
to the national air service. So this is 
not the time to do it. 

So I would rise in opposition to this 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 8, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)’’. 

Page 150, line 8, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $100,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

b 1730 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, 

my amendment simply continues the 
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good work started by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Florida and 
pulls the plug on this tired old pro-
gram. 

Recently, the much-maligned seques-
ter required a 4 percent cut in the FAA 
budget, which its leadership then im-
mediately translated into a 40 percent 
flight delay until the public rebelled. 

The total sequester cut to the FAA 
was roughly $636 million, and they 
took that out on the traveling public; 
yet they had $243 million to pay for 
empty and near-empty flights from se-
lected airports in tiny communities 
under this program that is laughingly 
called ‘‘Essential Air Service.’’ It is, in 
fact, the least essential air service 
imaginable. 

Since we last visited this issue, the 
FAA reauthorization bill made some 
minor reforms to the program. For ex-
ample, we are no longer subsidizing air 
travel from communities that are with-
in a 90-mile radius of a major airport, 
and the per passenger subsidy has been 
capped at $1,000 per passenger. 

These minor reforms mean that one 
airport in Ely, Nevada, has been 
dropped from the program and two 
more are about to be. That’s a start. 
But still, it is no excuse for shoveling, 
as this appropriation does, a total of 
$216 million at this program between 
direct taxpayer subsidies and fees into 
next year. 

In other words, in this austere age of 
sequestration, when the White House is 
shuttered to the public and soldiers are 
being told to pay for their own Internet 
access, the House of Representatives 
proposes at best a token reduction in 
this wasteful, unfair, and outdated pro-
gram while cutting real essential air 
services like air traffic control. With 
all due respect, what in the world are 
we thinking? 

Remember, this was supposed to be a 
temporary program when we deregu-
lated commercial aviation. It was sup-
posed to last for just a few years to 
give rural communities a chance to ad-
just. That was 35 years ago. 

It is true there are over a few tiny 
communities in Alaska—like Kake’s 
700 hearty souls—who have no highway 
connections to hub airports, but they 
have plenty of alternatives. In the case 
of Kake, they enjoy year-round ferry 
service to Juneau. In addition, Alaska 
is well served by a thriving general 
aviation market and the ubiquitous 
bush pilot. Rural life has great advan-
tages and great disadvantages, and it is 
not the job of hardworking taxpayers 
who choose to live elsewhere to level 
out these differences. 

Apologists for this wasteful spending 
tell us it is an important economic 
driver for these small towns, and I’m 
sure that’s so. Whenever you give away 
money, the folks you are giving it to 
are always going to be better off. But 
the folks you are taking it from are al-
ways going to be worse off to exactly 
the same extent. Indeed, it is economic 
drivers like this that have driven Eu-
rope’s economy right off a cliff. 

Last year, one Member rushed to the 
microphones to suggest this was essen-
tial for emergency medical evacu-
ations. We heard an echo of that a mo-
ment ago. It has nothing to do with 
medical evacuations. This program 
subsidizes regular, scheduled, commer-
cial service that practically nobody 
uses. If it actually had a passenger 
base, we wouldn’t need, in effect, to 
hand out $1,000 bills to the few pas-
sengers who use it, would we? An air-
line so reckless with its funds would 
quickly bankrupt itself. The same prin-
ciple holds true for governments. 

The Washington Post is not known as 
a bastion of fiscal conservatism, but I 
cannot improve upon the Post’s recent 
editorial when it said: 

Ideally, Essential Air Service would be ze-
roed out, and the $200 million we waste on it 
devoted to a truly national purpose: perhaps 
deficit reduction, military readiness, or the 
social safety net. Alas, if Congress and the 
White House were capable of making such 
choices, we probably never would have had 
sequestration in the first place. 

There are many tough calls in set-
ting fiscal priorities, but this isn’t one 
of them. If the House of Representa-
tives—where all appropriations begin, 
with a Republican majority pledged to 
stop wasting money—cannot even 
agree to cut this useless program off 
from the trough, how does it expect to 
be taken seriously on the much tough-
er choices that lie ahead? 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

to oppose the gentleman’s amendment. 
The Essential Air Service program 

ensures that small and rural commu-
nities have access to the national air 
transportation system. The program 
plays a key role in the economic devel-
opment of many rural communities by 
ensuring that air service continues. 

Does the program need reform? Abso-
lutely, it does, yes. That is why we cap 
the per passenger subsidy at $500, 
which is down from the current $1,000 
cap per passenger. 

We have also cut the discretionary 
funding in this bill by $46 million, leav-
ing a total program level of $216 mil-
lion—$100 million in discretionary 
funding and $116 million from fees. This 
is an 18 percent reduction. We already 
have imposed a significant cut to this 
program. 

We will continue to push the admin-
istration to reform the program and 
work with the Transportation Infra-
structure Committee, but an outright 
elimination of the funding in this bill 
is a hit to rural communities that I 
cannot support. 

I urge defeat of the amendment, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word to 
speak in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. The Essen-
tial Air Service program was designed 
to continue air service for small com-
munities that had scheduled air service 
prior to airline deregulation. It is fund-
ed through annual appropriations and 
overflight fees that are collected when 
foreign air carriers traverse through 
U.S. airspace. 

This amendment cuts the overall pro-
gram in half. Many small communities 
would lose their air service, including, 
we believe, four communities in the 
State of California: Crescent City, El 
Centro, Merced, and Visalia. 

This is not the way to reform this 
program. I urge my colleagues to op-
pose this amendment, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from North Carolina is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, as a co-
sponsor of this amendment, I rise to 
speak in support of eliminating the Es-
sential Air Service program. 

I thank my colleague from California 
(Mr. MCCLINTOCK) for his work on this 
amendment. 

Another Californian once said, 
‘‘There’s nothing more permanent than 
a temporary government program.’’ 
Mr. Chairman, I’m sure all my col-
leagues recognize that famous line 
from former President Ronald Reagan. 
His statement was accurate then, just 
as it is accurate now, regarding the Es-
sential Air Service program. 

This program was intended to be 
temporary. It was created as a transi-
tion program in the seventies after air-
line deregulation to help rural airports 
adjust to a free market system. We are 
now more than 25 years after the in-
tended end date of 1988, and the tax-
payers are still footing the bill. 

This is yet another example of Wash-
ington’s spending problem, Mr. Chair-
man. It has to stop. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment. I certainly understand all Fed-
eral programs should be prepared and 
subjected to cost-saving measures, and 
Essential Air Service is actually no dif-
ferent. That is why we passed reforms 
during the FAA reauthorization last 
year to improve efficiency and save 
taxpayer dollars. 

Additionally, the underlying bill 
today already includes a reduction in 
funding for the EAS program. While 
there is room for savings in all pro-
grams, totally eliminating EAS out-
right would be counterproductive. 

The Essential Air Service program 
serves an important purpose in rural 
and remote areas. Businesses in rural 
America actually compete more effec-
tively with even the limited air service 
that might be available. 
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Last year, the House rejected this 

amendment, and I encourage my col-
leagues to do so once again. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—OFFICE OF THE 
SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 101. None of the funds made available 
in this Act to the Department of Transpor-
tation may be obligated for the Office of the 
Secretary of Transportation to approve as-
sessments or reimbursable agreements per-
taining to funds appropriated to the modal 
administrations in this Act, except for ac-
tivities underway on the date of enactment 
of this Act, unless such assessments or 
agreements have completed the normal re-
programming process for Congressional noti-
fication. 

SEC. 102. The Secretary or his designee 
may engage in activities with States and 
State legislators to consider proposals re-
lated to the reduction of motorcycle fatali-
ties. 

SEC. 103. Notwithstanding section 3324 of 
title 31, United States Code, in addition to 
authority provided by section 327 of title 49, 
United States Code, the Department’s Work-
ing Capital Fund is hereby authorized to pro-
vide payments in advance to vendors that 
are necessary to carry out the Federal tran-
sit pass transportation fringe benefit pro-
gram under Executive Order 13150 and sec-
tion 3049 of Public Law 109–59: Provided, That 
the Department shall include adequate safe-
guards in the contract with the vendors to 
ensure timely and high-quality performance 
under the contract. 

SEC. 104. The Secretary shall post on the 
Web site of the Department of Transpor-
tation a schedule of all meetings of the Cred-
it Council, including the agenda for each 
meeting, and require the Credit Council to 
record the decisions and actions of each 
meeting. 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS 

(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 
For necessary expenses of the Federal 

Aviation Administration, not otherwise pro-
vided for, including operations and research 
activities related to commercial space trans-
portation, administrative expenses for re-
search and development, establishment of 
air navigation facilities, the operation (in-
cluding leasing) and maintenance of aircraft, 
subsidizing the cost of aeronautical charts 
and maps sold to the public, lease or pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only, in addition to amounts 
made available by Public Law 108–176, 
$9,521,784,000, of which $6,484,000,000 shall be 
derived from the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund, of which not to exceed $7,182,664,000 
shall be available for air traffic organization 
activities; not to exceed $1,199,777,000 shall be 
available for aviation safety activities; not 
to exceed $14,160,000 shall be available for 
commercial space transportation activities; 

not to exceed $777,198,000 shall be available 
for finance and management activities; not 
to exceed $56,637,000 shall be available for 
NextGen and operations planning activities; 
and not to exceed $291,348,000 shall be avail-
able for staff offices: Provided, That not to 
exceed 2 percent of any budget activity, ex-
cept for aviation safety budget activity, may 
be transferred to any budget activity under 
this heading: Provided further, That no trans-
fer may increase or decrease any appropria-
tion by more than 2 percent: Provided further, 
That any transfer in excess of 2 percent shall 
be treated as a reprogramming of funds 
under section 404 of this Act and shall not be 
available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section: Provided further, That 
not later than March 31 of each fiscal year 
hereafter, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall transmit to 
Congress an annual update to the report sub-
mitted to Congress in December 2004 pursu-
ant to section 221 of Public Law 108–176: Pro-
vided further, That the amount herein appro-
priated shall be reduced by $100,000 for each 
day after March 31 that such report has not 
been submitted to the Congress: Provided fur-
ther, That not later than March 31 of each 
fiscal year hereafter, the Administrator shall 
transmit to Congress a companion report 
that describes a comprehensive strategy for 
staffing, hiring, and training flight standards 
and aircraft certification staff in a format 
similar to the one utilized for the controller 
staffing plan, including stated attrition esti-
mates and numerical hiring goals by fiscal 
year: Provided further, That the amount here-
in appropriated shall be reduced by $100,000 
per day for each day after March 31 that such 
report has not been submitted to Congress: 
Provided further, That funds may be used to 
enter into a grant agreement with a non-
profit standard-setting organization to assist 
in the development of aviation safety stand-
ards: Provided further, That none of the funds 
in this Act shall be available for new appli-
cants for the second career training pro-
gram: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available for the 
Federal Aviation Administration to finalize 
or implement any regulation that would pro-
mulgate new aviation user fees not specifi-
cally authorized by law after the date of the 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation 
as offsetting collections funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, foreign au-
thorities, other public authorities, and pri-
vate sources for expenses incurred in the pro-
vision of agency services, including receipts 
for the maintenance and operation of air 
navigation facilities, and for issuance, re-
newal or modification of certificates, includ-
ing airman, aircraft, and repair station cer-
tificates, or for tests related thereto, or for 
processing major repair or alteration forms: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$140,000,000 shall be for the contract tower 
program, of which $10,350,000 is for the con-
tract tower cost share program: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds in this Act for 
aeronautical charting and cartography are 
available for activities conducted by, or co-
ordinated through, the Working Capital 
Fund. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. SPEIER 
Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 11, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $500,000)’’. 
Page 11, line 10, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $500,000)’’. 

Ms. SPEIER (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Chairman, on July 
6 of this year, Asiana Airlines Flight 
214 from Incheon, South Korea, crashed 
on its final approach to San Francisco 
International Airport, which is in my 
district. Initial reports made clear that 
low airspeed was a crucial factor in 
that crash. It was a horrible accident. 
Three Chinese 16-year-old girls on their 
way to a summer camp in southern 
California lost their lives. It could 
have been an absolute catastrophe, be-
cause there were over 300 people, in-
cluding crew, that survived that hor-
rific day. 

Low airspeed has been a concern for 
air safety for almost 20 years. In 1996, 
the FAA’s Human Factors Team con-
cluded that flight crews needed better 
warnings that the aircraft was reach-
ing low airspeeds. In 2003, following the 
crash that killed our congressional col-
league Senator Paul Wellstone, the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board 
recommended the FAA study whether 
to require installation of low airspeed 
audible and visual alert systems. Fol-
lowing the Colgan Air crash in Buffalo, 
New York, a recommendation was re-
issued in 2010 on installation of redun-
dant audible and visual warnings of im-
pending hazardous low speed condi-
tions. 

Now, after almost two decades since 
the initial recommendation and over 3 
years since the recommendation after 
Colgan, the FAA has not addressed this 
question of whether existing commer-
cial aircraft should be required to in-
stall low airspeed warning systems. I 
fear that without direction from Con-
gress, the FAA could take years to 
complete this study. That is why I am 
offering this amendment, which pro-
vides the FAA $500,000 to conduct and 
complete a study on this important 
question within 1 year. 

Low airspeed alert systems that cry 
out ‘‘airspeed low’’ are available and 
require a simple software change. 
These differ from the tonal alerts that 
sound similar to other pilot alerts. The 
FAA should investigate whether exist-
ing low airspeed tonal warnings, such 
as those in a Boeing 777, provide a suf-
ficient level of pilot warning or if, in-
stead, a verbal warning, such as those 
in the newer 737s, provides a higher 
level of safety. 

When the alert signals to a pilot that 
they are traveling at too low of an air-
speed, they have at best a few seconds 
to react. It is vital that planes have 
alerts that are instantly recognizable, 
clear, and unambiguous. 

Airline safety advocates argue that 
verbal alerts are more effective at 
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alerting a pilot that they are flying at 
too low of an airspeed because they are 
instantly recognizable to a pilot. If a 
verbal warning is found to be more ef-
fective, the FAA should take expedient 
action to require both new aircraft and 
existing aircraft to incorporate a 
verbal warning. 

Mr. Chairman, I had the pleasure just 
last week to talk to Sully 
Sullenberger, the pilot of the ‘‘Miracle 
of Hudson River,’’ and he said some-
thing very compelling to me. He said 
that when a pilot is in a position of re-
acting during a crash, they need every 
one of their senses being alert: the 
senses when you are holding the throt-
tle, the senses when you hear low speed 
alert, and the senses when you see 
‘‘stall.’’ I thought that was very com-
pelling. 

We have a number of cases that sug-
gest now that low airspeed alerts that 
are verbal should be incorporated. The 
FAA has dragged its feet. I believe that 
this particular amendment would be 
very helpful and save many lives in the 
future. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, the com-

mittee accepts the amendment. It is a 
good amendment, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, we believe that these moneys 
would expedite the study to see if bet-
ter warnings could be given at low 
speeds, so we approve the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. SPEIER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

b 1745 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS OF 
FLORIDA 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 11, line 9, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $3,497,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, to echo the words of my col-
leagues, Ranking Members NITA LOWEY 
and ED PASTOR, my good friend, the al-
location provided for T–HUD appropria-
tions under the Ryan budget, which 
was ‘‘deemed passed’’ by my Repub-
lican colleagues, is simply unworkable. 

From funding for the Federal Avia-
tion Administration, TIGER grants, 
public transit programs, Amtrak, high- 
speed rail, Community Development 
Block Grants, and the HOME afford-
able housing program, House Repub-
licans are offering a bill that not only 
makes devastating cuts to our Nation’s 
transportation infrastructure but to 
vital programs in housing, health care, 

education, labor, and other services 
that millions of Americans rely on, in 
order to spare defense spending from 
sequestration. 

In particular, this bill makes detri-
mental cuts to aviation programs and 
investments in our national air sys-
tem. It cuts FAA operations by $185 
million below the President’s budget 
request. It slashes $575 million, 21 per-
cent, from the FAA’s Facilities and 
Equipment account, and it casts doubt 
on the future hiring of air traffic con-
trollers and inspectors. 

NextGen is a full, multiyear effort to 
modernize our Nation’s air traffic con-
trol system by transitioning from a 
ground-based navigation system to a 
satellite-based navigation system. As 
it is implemented, NextGen will help 
reduce delays, expand air traffic sys-
tem capacity, and mitigate aviation’s 
impact on the environment while en-
suring the highest levels of safety. Cur-
rently, the FAA is moving from 
NextGen program development into 
baseline and operational programs, and 
passengers and operators are beginning 
to experience the benefits of these in-
vestments. However, while the bill pre-
serves funding for the NextGen pro-
grams currently under deployment, it 
forces the FAA to greatly slow down 
its NextGen modernization of the air 
traffic control system. 

My amendment restores funding for 
NextGen programs to the fiscal year 
2013 level within the Operations Plan-
ning account. It really does represent a 
small amount, approximately $3.5 mil-
lion, over the FY 2014 House funding 
level of $56.6 million for a total of $60.1 
million. The increased funding would 
help ensure that the FAA remains on 
schedule with regard to NextGen im-
plementation while giving it the flexi-
bility to decide how best to move for-
ward in this challenging budget envi-
ronment. 

I do recognize that the chairman and 
ranking member were given a difficult 
task, and I respect that, but we cannot 
fail to recognize the future of our 
NextGen implementation, so I urge my 
colleagues to support this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WOLF. I move to strike the req-

uisite number of words. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The committee shares the gentle-
man’s support of NextGen programs. 
However, this amendment increases 
one activity in the operations account 
and makes no other further adjust-
ments. The result is individual pro-
gram levels that exceed the account 
level, which one cannot do. 

To meet our allocation, the sub-
committee looked closely at all ac-
counts and at all programs. The sub-
committee placed a high priority on 
FAA operations with just a 2 percent 
cut below the budget request. Within 
the operations account, the sub-

committee balanced the number of 
high priority areas, including NextGen, 
aviation safety and air traffic control. 
This amendment throws this account 
off balance. The programs within the 
account would no longer add up to the 
top line, and the FAA could simply ig-
nore the subcommittee’s direction on 
other program levels in the account. 
So, therefore, we urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. The amend-

ment increases funding for the FAA’s 
NextGen office by $3.5 million. As stat-
ed by my colleague from Florida (Mr. 
HASTINGS), it is for future develop-
ment. I would agree with him that it is 
something that we need to invest in 
and that this would accelerate the im-
plementation of NextGen, which is 
greatly needed. Our air traffic control 
system is aging and needs moderniza-
tion. Yet, as Mr. WOLF has pointed out, 
the allocation is so tight that moving 
money in the account will cause some 
problems. 

My hope would be that if there is a 
reconciliation with the Senate that 
this would be given a higher priority in 
the funding levels as we work in con-
ference with the Senate. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for acquisition, establishment, 
technical support services, improvement by 
contract or purchase, and hire of national 
airspace systems and experimental facilities 
and equipment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including initial acquisition of necessary 
sites by lease or grant; engineering and serv-
ice testing, including construction of test fa-
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant; construction and furnishing 
of quarters and related accommodations for 
officers and employees of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration stationed at remote lo-
calities where such accommodations are not 
available; and the purchase, lease, or trans-
fer of aircraft from funds available under 
this heading, including aircraft for aviation 
regulation and certification; to be derived 
from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, 
$2,155,000,000, of which $458,000,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2014; 
$1,697,000,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2016: Provided, That there may 
be credited to this appropriation funds re-
ceived from States, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources, 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:59 Jul 31, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00035 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K30JY7.056 H30JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5130 July 30, 2013 
for expenses incurred in the establishment, 
improvement, and modernization of national 
air space systems: Provided further, That 
upon initial submission to the Congress of 
the fiscal year 2015 President’s budget, the 
Secretary of Transportation shall transmit 
to the Congress a comprehensive capital in-
vestment plan for the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration which includes funding for each 
budget line item for fiscal years 2015 through 
2019, with total funding for each year of the 
plan constrained to the funding targets for 
those years as estimated and approved by 
the Office of Management and Budget. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS OF 
FLORIDA 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 14, line 9, after the first dollar 

amount, insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$870,031,000) (increased by $870,031,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I do wish to point out that the 
bill before us today makes deep cuts to 
FAA facilities and equipment. Make no 
mistake that these reductions will di-
rectly impact and delay the implemen-
tation of NextGen. I’ve spoken to this 
issue. This particular amendment 
makes available approximately $870 
million for NextGen capital programs, 
which is at the FY 2013 enacted level. 
This increased funding would help en-
sure that the FAA remains on schedule 
with regard to NextGen implementa-
tion. 

Let me make it very clear. I fought 
very hard, along with my colleagues, 
both current and former—Republican 
and Democrat—to bring the NextGen 
facilities to the West Palm Beach air-
port. We were very successful in that 
regard, but I am troubled that we 
might not get to full implementation if 
we continue the reductions that I see 
that are set forth. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise once again to offer an 

additional amendment to H.R. 2610, the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies (T–HUD) Appro-
priations Act for FY 2014. 

According to the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), by the end of the NextGen mid- 
term in 2020, NextGen improvements will: 

Reduce delays by 41 percent; 
Cumulatively save 1.6 billion gallons of fuel 

and reduce carbon dioxide emissions by 16 
million metric tons; and 

Provide $38 billion in cumulative benefits to 
aircraft operators, the traveling public, and the 
FAA through delay reduction, fuel savings, 
and other efficiency improvements. 

However, the bill before us today makes 
deep cuts to the FAA’s Facilities and Equip-
ment account in the amount of $575 million, or 
21 percent. 

Make no mistake. These reductions will di-
rectly impact and delay the implementation of 
NextGen. 

Certain NextGen activities currently under-
way face significant reductions in this bill. 

One example is the Optimization of Air-
space and Procedures in the Metroplex 

(OAPM) program, which is the FAA’s fast- 
track initiative to implement new navigation 
procedures and airspace improvements to re-
duce fuel consumption and aircraft emissions 
in some of the United States’ busiest airspace. 

This could delay the completion of their de-
signs and the beginning of the implementation 
phase. 

My amendment makes available approxi-
mately $870 million for NextGen capital pro-
grams, which is the FY 2013 enacted level. 

This increased funding would help ensure 
that the FAA remains on schedule with regard 
to NextGen implementation, while giving it the 
flexibility to decide how best to move forward 
in this challenging budget environment. 

I urge my colleagues to support this amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 
For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-

vided for, for research, engineering, and de-
velopment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including construction of experimental fa-
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant, $145,000,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and to 
remain available until September 30, 2016: 
Provided, That there may be credited to this 
appropriation as offsetting collections, funds 
received from States, counties, municipali-
ties, other public authorities, and private 
sources, which shall be available for ex-
penses incurred for research, engineering, 
and development: Provided further, That, of 
the unobligated balances from prior year ap-
propriations available under this heading, 
$26,183,998 are rescinded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS OF 
FLORIDA 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 15, line 16, strike ‘‘That,’’ and insert 

‘‘That $61,960,000 shall be available for 
NextGen research and development, as au-
thorized by section 48102(a) of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further,’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, in Switzerland yesterday, there 
was a collision of trains—one moving 
north and the other moving south. A 
good friend of Mr. WOLF’s and of Mr. 
PASTOR’s and mine served as chairman 
and ranking member of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee, 
James Oberstar. In addition to the 
many things that Jim suggested during 
his tenure here, I think back to some 

of the things that would have put us in 
a better position than we are today, 
particularly with regard to overall in-
frastructure, roads and rail. 

I can’t understand—and I was saying 
to the young staffer working with me— 
what it is that causes the rail industry, 
both abroad and here, to not have the 
necessary equipment that would allow 
one train on the same track to let the 
other train coming from the opposite 
direction, and vice versa, know that 
they are both on the same track. There 
just seems to be something wrong with 
that when we have the kind of sophisti-
cated equipment that we do. 

NextGen, in the air area of the world, 
allows for us to avoid those kinds of 
problems and to increase efficiency and 
safety. It ultimately reduces delays 
and saves fuel, particularly if we get on 
with what I’m asking for, which is $62 
million for NextGen research and de-
velopment activities from the FAA’s 
Research, Engineering and Develop-
ment account. 

Again, I am not asking for anything 
that I think would do anything less 
than help all of us. We don’t just live in 
these places. We fly there. The aviation 
industry contributes nearly $1.3 tril-
lion to the United States economy. 
Furthermore, the FAA’s air traffic con-
trollers manage nearly 70,000 flights 
per day, which, on an annual basis, 
carry more than 730 million passengers. 

With such a vital role in our econ-
omy, now is not the time to underfund 
our Nation’s air traffic control system. 
I urge my colleagues to make a real in-
vestment in our Nation’s transpor-
tation infrastructure by supporting 
this NextGen amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the requisite number of words. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. WOLF. I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, we share the gentle-
man’s support of the NextGen pro-
grams. However, fencing off this 
amount for NextGen could have the un-
intended consequences of forcing cuts 
to other priorities, such as to aviation 
safety research and programs to im-
prove air traffic control in the near 
term, including programs to reduce 
noise and carbon emissions. 

I, therefore, urge a ‘‘no’’ vote, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 
For liquidation of obligations incurred for 

grants-in-aid for airport planning and devel-
opment, and noise compatibility planning 
and programs as authorized under sub-
chapter I of chapter 471 and subchapter I of 
chapter 475 of title 49, United States Code, 
and under other law authorizing such obliga-
tions; for procurement, installation, and 
commissioning of runway incursion preven-
tion devices and systems at airports of such 
title; for grants authorized under section 
41743 of title 49, United States Code; and for 
inspection activities and administration of 
airport safety programs, including those re-
lated to airport operating certificates under 
section 44706 of title 49, United States Code, 
$3,200,000,000 to be derived from the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund and to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail-
able for the planning or execution of pro-
grams the obligations for which are in excess 
of $3,350,000,000 in fiscal year 2014, notwith-
standing section 47117(g) of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail-
able for the replacement of baggage con-
veyor systems, reconfiguration of terminal 
baggage areas, or other airport improve-
ments that are necessary to install bulk ex-
plosive detection systems: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, of funds limited under this heading, not 
more than $106,600,000 shall be obligated for 
administration, not less than $15,000,000 shall 
be available for the Airport Cooperative Re-
search Program, and not less than $29,500,000 
shall be available for Airport Technology Re-
search. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 110. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used to compensate in excess of 600 tech-
nical staff-years under the federally funded 
research and development center contract 
between the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion and the Center for Advanced Aviation 
Systems Development during fiscal year 
2014. 

SEC. 111. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to pursue or adopt guidelines or reg-
ulations requiring airport sponsors to pro-
vide to the Federal Aviation Administration 
without cost building construction, mainte-
nance, utilities and expenses, or space in air-
port sponsor-owned buildings for services re-
lating to air traffic control, air navigation, 
or weather reporting: Provided, That the pro-
hibition of funds in this section does not 
apply to negotiations between the agency 
and airport sponsors to achieve agreement 
on ‘‘below-market’’ rates for these items or 
to grant assurances that require airport 
sponsors to provide land without cost to the 
FAA for air traffic control facilities. 

SEC. 112. The Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration may reimburse 
amounts made available to satisfy 49 U.S.C. 
41742(a)(1) from fees credited under 49 U.S.C. 
45303, and any amount remaining in such ac-
count at the close of that fiscal year may be 
made available to satisfy section 41742(a)(1) 
for the subsequent fiscal year. 

SEC. 113. Amounts collected under section 
40113(e) of title 49, United States Code, shall 
be credited to the appropriation current at 
the time of collection, to be merged with and 
available for the same purposes of such ap-
propriation. 

SEC. 114. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for paying premium pay under 
subsection 5546(a) of title 5, United States 

Code, to any Federal Aviation Administra-
tion employee unless such employee actually 
performed work during the time cor-
responding to such premium pay. 

SEC. 115. None of the funds in this Act may 
be obligated or expended for an employee of 
the Federal Aviation Administration to pur-
chase a store gift card or gift certificate 
through use of a Government-issued credit 
card. 

SEC. 116. None of the funds in this Act may 
be obligated or expended for retention bo-
nuses for an employee of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration without the prior writ-
ten approval of the Assistant Secretary for 
Administration of the Department of Trans-
portation. 

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds made available 
under this Act or any prior Act may be used 
to implement or to continue to implement 
any limitation on the ability of any owner or 
operator of a private aircraft to obtain, upon 
a request to the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, a blocking of 
that owner’s or operator’s aircraft registra-
tion number from any display of the Federal 
Aviation Administration’s Aircraft Situa-
tional Display to Industry data that is made 
available to the public, except data made 
available to a Government agency, for the 
noncommercial flights of that owner or oper-
ator. 

SEC. 118. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of 
more than 7 political and Presidential ap-
pointees in the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion. 

SEC. 119. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to increase fees 
pursuant to section 44721 of title 49, United 
States Code, until the FAA conducts a public 
outreach that is designed to elicit feedback 
from aviation stakeholders, and until the 
FAA has reported the justification of its fees 
on paper and digital products to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations. 

SEC. 119A. None of the funds appropriated 
or limited by this Act may be used to change 
weight restrictions or prior permission rules 
at Teterboro airport in Teterboro, New Jer-
sey. 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Not to exceed $417,000,000, together with 
advances and reimbursements received by 
the Federal Highway Administration, shall 
be paid in accordance with law from appro-
priations made available by this Act to the 
Federal Highway Administration for nec-
essary expenses for administration and oper-
ation. In addition, not to exceed $3,248,000 
shall be paid from appropriations made 
available by this Act and transferred to the 
Appalachian Regional Commission in accord-
ance with 23 U.S.C. 104. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Funds available for the implementation or 
execution of programs of Federal-aid high-
ways and highway safety construction pro-
grams authorized under titles 23 and 49, 
United States Code, and the provisions of 
Public Law 112–141 shall not exceed total ob-
ligations of $40,256,000,000 for fiscal year 2014: 
Provided, That the Secretary may collect and 
spend fees, as authorized by title 23, United 
States Code, to cover the costs of services of 
expert firms, including counsel, in the field 
of municipal and project finance to assist in 
the underwriting and servicing of Federal 
credit instruments and all or a portion of the 

costs to the Federal Government of servicing 
such credit instruments: Provided further, 
That such fees are available until expended 
to pay for such costs: Provided further, That 
such amounts are in addition to administra-
tive expenses that are also available for such 
purpose, and are not subject to any obliga-
tion limitation or the limitation on adminis-
trative expenses under 23 U.S.C. 608. 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For the payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out Federal-aid highways and high-
way safety construction programs author-
ized under title 23, United States Code, 
$40,995,000,000 derived from the Highway ac-
count of the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account), to remain 
available until expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 120. (a) For fiscal year 2014, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall— 

(1) not distribute from the obligation limi-
tation for Federal-aid highways— 

(A) amounts authorized for administrative 
expenses and programs by section 104(a) of 
title 23, United States Code; and 

(B) amounts authorized for the Bureau of 
Transportation Statistics; 

(2) not distribute an amount from the obli-
gation limitation for Federal-aid highways 
that is equal to the unobligated balance of 
amounts— 

(A) made available from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) for Federal-aid highway and highway 
safety construction programs for previous 
fiscal years the funds for which are allocated 
by the Secretary (or apportioned by the Sec-
retary under sections 202 or 204 of title 23, 
United States Code); and 

(B) for which obligation limitation was 
provided in a previous fiscal year; 

(3) determine the proportion that— 
(A) the obligation limitation for Federal- 

aid highways, less the aggregate of amounts 
not distributed under paragraphs (1) and (2), 
bears to 

(B) the total of the sums authorized to be 
appropriated for Federal-aid highways and 
highway safety construction programs (other 
than sums authorized to be appropriated for 
provisions of law described in paragraphs (1) 
through (11) of subsection (b) and sums au-
thorized to be appropriated for section 119 of 
title 23, United States Code, equal to the 
amount referred to in subsection (b)(12) for 
such fiscal year), less the aggregate of the 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) of this subsection; 

(4) distribute the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways, less the aggregate 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2), for each of the programs (other 
than programs to which paragraph (1) ap-
plies) that are allocated by the Secretary 
under the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 
21st Century Act and title 23, United States 
Code, or apportioned by the Secretary under 
sections 202 or 204 of that title, by multi-
plying— 

(A) the proportion determined under para-
graph (3); by 

(B) the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated for each such program for such fiscal 
year; and 

(5) distribute the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways, less the aggregate 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) and the amounts distributed under 
paragraph (4), for Federal-aid highway and 
highway safety construction programs that 
are apportioned by the Secretary under title 
23, United States Code (other than the 
amounts apportioned for the national high-
way performance program in section 119 of 
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title 23, United States Code, that are exempt 
from the limitation under subsection (b)(12) 
and the amounts apportioned under sections 
202 and 204 of that title) in the proportion 
that— 

(A) amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for the programs that are apportioned under 
title 23, United States Code, to each State 
for such fiscal year; bears to 

(B) the total of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for the programs that are 
apportioned under title 23, United States 
Code, to all States for such fiscal year. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS FROM OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TION.—The obligation limitation for Federal- 
aid highways shall not apply to obligations 
under or for— 

(1) section 125 of title 23, United States 
Code; 

(2) section 147 of the Surface Transpor-
tation Assistance Act of 1978 (23 U.S.C. 144 
note; 92 Stat. 2714); 

(3) section 9 of the Federal-Aid Highway 
Act of 1981 (95 Stat. 1701); 

(4) subsections (b) and (j) of section 131 of 
the Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
of 1982 (96 Stat. 2119); 

(5) subsections (b) and (c) of section 149 of 
the Surface Transportation and Uniform Re-
location Assistance Act of 1987 (101 Stat. 198); 

(6) sections 1103 through 1108 of the Inter-
modal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 
of 1991 (105 Stat. 2027); 

(7) section 157 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect on June 8, 1998); 

(8) section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect for fiscal years 1998 
through 2004, but only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000 for each of those fiscal years); 

(9) Federal-aid highway programs for 
which obligation authority was made avail-
able under the Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century (112 Stat. 107) or subse-
quent Acts for multiple years or to remain 
available until expended, but only to the ex-
tent that the obligation authority has not 
lapsed or been used; 

(10) section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code (but, for each of fiscal years 2005 
through 2012, only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000 for each of those fiscal years); 

(11) section 1603 of SAFETEA–LU (23 U.S.C. 
118 note; 119 Stat. 1248), to the extent that 
funds obligated in accordance with that sec-
tion were not subject to a limitation on obli-
gations at the time at which the funds were 
initially made available for obligation; 

(12) section 119 of title 23, United States 
Code (but, for each of fiscal years 2013 and 
2014, only in an amount equal to $639,000,000 
for each of those fiscal years). 

(c) REDISTRIBUTION OF UNUSED OBLIGATION 
AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall, after August 1 of such 
fiscal year— 

(1) revise a distribution of the obligation 
limitation made available under subsection 
(a) if an amount distributed cannot be obli-
gated during that fiscal year; and 

(2) redistribute sufficient amounts to those 
States able to obligate amounts in addition 
to those previously distributed during that 
fiscal year, giving priority to those States 
having large unobligated balances of funds 
apportioned under sections 144 (as in effect 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st 
Century Act) and 104 of title 23, United 
States Code. 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TIONS TO TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRO-
GRAMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways shall apply to contract 
authority for transportation research pro-
grams carried out under— 

(A) chapter 5 of title 23, United States 
Code; and 

(B) division E of the Moving Ahead for 
Progress in the 21st Century Act. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Obligation authority made 
available under paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) remain available for a period of 4 fiscal 
years; and 

(B) be in addition to the amount of any 
limitation imposed on obligations for Fed-
eral aid highway and highway safety con-
struction programs for future fiscal years. 

(e) REDISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the distribution of obliga-
tion limitation under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall distribute to the States any 
funds (excluding funds authorized for the 
program under section 202 of title 23, United 
States Code) that— 

(A) are authorized to be appropriated for 
such fiscal year for Federal-aid highway pro-
grams; and 

(B) the Secretary determines will not be 
allocated to the States (or will not be appor-
tioned to the States under section 204 of title 
23, United States Code), and will not be 
available for obligation, in such fiscal year 
due to the imposition of any obligation limi-
tation for such fiscal year. 

(2) RATIO.—Funds shall be distributed 
under paragraph (1) in the same ratio as the 
distribution of obligation authority under 
subsection (a)(5). 

(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds distributed to 
each State under paragraph (1) shall be 
available for any purpose described in sec-
tion 133(b) of title 23, United States Code. 

SEC. 121. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
funds received by the Bureau of Transpor-
tation Statistics from the sale of data prod-
ucts, for necessary expenses incurred pursu-
ant to chapter 63 of title 49, United States 
Code, may be credited to the Federal-aid 
highways account for the purpose of reim-
bursing the Bureau for such expenses: Pro-
vided, That such funds shall be subject to the 
obligation limitation for Federal-aid high-
ways and highway safety construction pro-
grams. 

SEC. 122. Not less than 15 days prior to 
waiving, under his statutory authority, any 
Buy America requirement for Federal-aid 
highway projects, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall make an informal public notice 
and comment opportunity on the intent to 
issue such waiver and the reasons therefor: 
Provided, That the Secretary shall provide an 
annual report to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations on any waivers 
granted under the Buy America require-
ments. 

SEC. 123. From the unobligated balances of 
funds apportioned among the States prior to 
October 1, 2012, under sections 104(b) and 144 
of title 23, United States Code (as in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of Pub-
lic Law 112–141), the amount of $13,248,000 
shall be made available in fiscal year 2014 for 
the administrative expenses of the Federal 
Highway Administration: Provided, That this 
provision shall not apply to funds distributed 
in accordance with section 104(b)(5) of title 
23, United States Code (as in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of Public 
Law 112–141); section 133(d)(1) of such title 
(as in effect on the day before the date of en-
actment of Public Law 109–59); and the first 
sentence of section 133(d)(3)(A) of such title 
(as in effect on the day before the date of en-
actment of Public Law 112–141): Provided fur-
ther, That such amount shall be derived on a 
proportional basis from the unobligated bal-
ances of apportioned funds to which this pro-
vision applies: Provided further, That the 
amount made available by this provision in 
fiscal year 2014 for the administrative ex-
penses of the Federal Highway Administra-
tion shall be in addition to the amount made 

available in fiscal year 2014 for such purposes 
under section 104(a) of title 23, United States 
Code: Provided further, That the amount 
made available by this provision in fiscal 
year 2014 for the administrative expenses of 
the Federal Highway Administration shall 
have the same period of availability and 
characteristics of the contract authority 
made available under section 104(a) of title 
23, United States Code. 

b 1800 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. WOLF 
Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 29, beginning on line 23, strike sec-

tion 123. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. WOLF. Per an agreement with 
the authorizing committee, this 
amendment strikes section 123 under 
the administrative provision of the 
Federal Highway Administration. This 
section made certain unobligated bal-
ances of contract authority available 
in 2014. 

This amendment is noncontroversial 
and will have no budgetary scoring ef-
fect. 

I respectfully ask for a ‘‘yes’’ vote, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. The amend-
ment strikes $13.25 million in addi-
tional funds for the administrative ex-
penses for the Federal Highway Admin-
istration. 

While I will not object to my friend’s 
amendment, I do have concerns that 
the more we cut on the administrative 
expenses, the agency’s ability to do 
proper oversight will suffer. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 124. (a) IN GENERAL.—Except as pro-

vided in subsection (b), none of the funds 
made available, limited, or otherwise af-
fected by this Act shall be used to approve or 
otherwise authorize the imposition of any 
toll on any segment of highway located on 
the Federal-aid system in the State of Texas 
that—(1) as of the date of enactment of this 
Act, is not tolled; (2) is constructed with 
Federal assistance provided under title 23, 
United States Code; and (3) is in actual oper-
ation as of the date of enactment of this Act. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.— 
(1) NUMBER OF TOLL LANES.—Subsection (a) 

shall not apply to any segment of highway 
on the Federal-aid system described in that 
subsection that, as of the date on which a 
toll is imposed on the segment, will have the 
same number of nontoll lanes as were in ex-
istence prior to that date. 

(2) HIGH-OCCUPANCY VEHICLE LANES.—A 
high-occupancy vehicle lane that is con-
verted to a toll lane shall not be subject to 
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this section, and shall not be considered to 
be a nontoll lane for purposes of determining 
whether a highway will have fewer nontoll 
lanes than prior to the date of imposition of 
the toll, if—(A) high-occupancy vehicles oc-
cupied by the number of passengers specified 
by the entity operating the toll lane may use 
the toll lane without paying a toll, unless 
otherwise specified by the appropriate coun-
ty, town, municipal or other local govern-
ment entity, or public toll road or transit 
authority; or (B) each high-occupancy vehi-
cle lane that was converted to a toll lane was 
constructed as a temporary lane to be re-
placed by a toll lane under a plan approved 
by the appropriate county, town, municipal 
or other local government entity, or public 
toll road or transit authority. 

FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY OPERATIONS AND 
PROGRAMS 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
For payment of obligations incurred in the 

implementation, execution and administra-
tion of motor carrier safety operations and 
programs pursuant to section 31104(i) of title 
49, United States Code, and sections 4127 and 
4134 of Public Law 109–59, as amended by 
Public Law 112–141, $259,000,000, to be derived 
from the Highway Trust Fund (other than 
the Mass Transit Account) together with ad-
vances and reimbursements received by the 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administra-
tion, the sum of which shall remain available 
until expended: Provided, That funds avail-
able for implementation, execution, or ad-
ministration of motor carrier safety oper-
ations and programs authorized under title 
49, United States Code, shall not exceed total 
obligations of $259,000,000 for ‘‘Motor Carrier 
Safety Operations and Programs’’ for fiscal 
year 2014, of which $9,000,000, to remain avail-
able for obligation until September 30, 2016, 
is for the Research and Technology program, 
and of which $1,000,000 shall be available for 
commercial motor vehicle operator’s grants 
to carry out section 4134 of Public Law 109– 
59: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
section 4127(e) of Public Law 109–59, none of 
the funds under this heading for outreach 
and education shall be available for transfer. 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 
For payment of obligations incurred in 

carrying out sections 31102, 31104(a), 31106, 
31107, 31109, 31309, 31313 of title 49, United 
States Code, and sections 4126 and 4128 of 
Public Law 109–59, as amended by Public Law 
112–41, $313,000,000, to be derived from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) and to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That funds avail-
able for the implementation or execution of 
motor carrier safety programs shall not ex-
ceed total obligations of $313,000,000 in fiscal 
year 2014 for ‘‘Motor Carrier Safety Grants’’; 
of which $218,000,000 shall be available for the 
motor carrier safety assistance program, 
$30,000,000 shall be available for the commer-
cial driver’s license improvements program, 
$32,000,000 shall be available for border en-
forcement grants, $5,000,000 shall be available 
for the performance and registration infor-
mation system management program, 
$25,000,000 shall be available for the commer-
cial vehicle information systems and net-
works deployment program, and $3,000,000 
shall be available for the safety data im-
provement program: Provided further, That, 

of the funds made available herein for the 
motor carrier safety assistance program, 
$32,000,000 shall be available for audits of new 
entrant motor carriers: Provided further, 
That $95,956,883 in unobligated balances are 
permanently rescinded. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—FEDERAL MOTOR 

CARRIER SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 130. Funds appropriated or limited in 

this Act shall be subject to the terms and 
conditions stipulated in section 350 of Public 
Law 107–87 and section 6901 of Public Law 
110–28. 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
For expenses necessary to discharge the 

functions of the Secretary, with respect to 
traffic and highway safety authorized under 
chapter 301 and part C of subtitle VI of title 
49, United States Code, $117,000,000, of which 
$20,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2015. 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 403, 
and chapter 303 of title 49, United States 
Code, $139,175,088, to be derived from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) and to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available for the 
planning or execution of programs the total 
obligations for which, in fiscal year 2014, are 
in excess of $139,175,088, of which $133,801,093 
shall be for programs authorized under 23 
U.S.C. 403, and of which $5,373,995 shall be for 
the National Driver Register authorized 
under chapter 303 of title 49, United States 
Code: Provided further, That within the 
$133,801,093 obligation limitation for oper-
ations and research, $20,000,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2015 and shall 
be in addition to the amount of any limita-
tion imposed on obligations for future years: 
Provided further, That $20,675,088 of the total 
obligation limitation for operations and re-
search in fiscal year 2014 shall be applied to-
ward unobligated balances of contract au-
thority provided in prior Acts for carrying 
out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 403, and chap-
ter 303 of title 49, United States Code. 

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 
For payment of obligations incurred in 

carrying out provisions of 23 U.S.C. 402 and 
405, section 2009 of Public Law 109–59, as 
amended by Public Law 112–141, and section 
31101(a)(6) of Public Law 112–141, to remain 
available until expended, $561,500,000, to be 
derived from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account): Provided, 
That none of the funds in this Act shall be 
available for the planning or execution of 
programs the total obligations for which, in 
fiscal year 2014, are in excess of $561,500,000 
for programs authorized under 23 U.S.C. 402 
and 405, section 2009 of Public Law 109–59, as 
amended by Public Law 112–141, and section 
31101(a)(6) of Public Law 112–141, of which 
$235,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Highway Safety Pro-
grams’’ under 23 U.S.C. 402; $272,000,000 shall 
be for ‘‘National Priority Safety Programs’’ 
under 23 U.S.C. 405; $29,000,000 shall be for 
‘‘High Visibility Enforcement Program’’ 
under section 2009 of Public Law 109–59, as 
amended by Public Law 112–141; $25,500,000 
shall be for ‘‘Administrative Expenses’’ 

under section 31101(a)(6) of Public Law 112– 
141: Provided further, That none of these 
funds shall be used for construction, reha-
bilitation, or remodeling costs, or for office 
furnishings and fixtures for State, local or 
private buildings or structures: Provided fur-
ther, That not to exceed $500,000 of the funds 
made available for ‘‘National Priority Safety 
Programs’’ under 23 U.S.C. 405 for ‘‘Impaired 
Driving Countermeasures’’ (as described in 
subsection (d) of that section) shall be avail-
able for technical assistance to the States: 
Provided further, That with respect to the 
‘‘Transfers’’ provision under 23 U.S.C. 
405(a)(1)(G), any amounts remaining avail-
able to carry out any activities described in 
subsection (b) through (g) to increase the 
amount made available under section 402, 
shall include the obligational authority for 
such amounts: Provided further, That of the 
prior year unobligated balances of contract 
authority for ‘‘Highway Traffic Safety 
Grants’’, $152,281,282 is rescinded. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—NATIONAL 
HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 140. An additional $130,000 shall be 

made available to the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, out of the 
amount limited for section 402 of title 23, 
United States Code, to pay for travel and re-
lated expenses for State management re-
views and to pay for core competency devel-
opment training and related expenses for 
highway safety staff. 

SEC. 141. The limitations on obligations for 
the programs of the National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration set in this Act 
shall not apply to obligations for which obli-
gation authority was made available in pre-
vious public laws but only to the extent that 
the obligation authority has not lapsed or 
been used. 

SEC. 142. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to implement section 404 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
SAFETY AND OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Rail-
road Administration, not otherwise provided 
for, $184,500,000, of which $12,400,000 shall re-
main available until expended. 

RAILROAD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses for railroad re-

search and development, $35,250,000, to re-
main available until expended. 
RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT 

FINANCING PROGRAM 
The Secretary of Transportation is author-

ized to issue direct loans and loan guaran-
tees pursuant to sections 502 through 504 of 
the Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory 
Reform Act of 1976 (Public Law 94–210), as 
amended, such authority to exist as long as 
any such direct loan or loan guarantee is 
outstanding: Provided, That, pursuant to sec-
tion 502 of such Act, as amended, no new di-
rect loans or loan guarantee commitments 
shall be made using Federal funds for the 
credit risk premium during fiscal year 2014. 

OPERATING GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL 
RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 

To enable the Secretary of Transportation 
to make quarterly grants to the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation for the oper-
ation of intercity passenger rail, as author-
ized by section 101 of the Passenger Rail In-
vestment and Improvement Act of 2008 (divi-
sion B of Public Law 110–432), $350,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That the amounts available under this para-
graph shall be available for the Secretary to 
approve funding to cover operating losses for 
the Corporation only after receiving and re-
viewing a grant request for each specific 
train route: Provided further, That each such 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:26 Jul 31, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00039 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A30JY7.025 H30JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5134 July 30, 2013 
grant request shall be accompanied by a de-
tailed financial analysis, revenue projection, 
and capital expenditure projection justifying 
the Federal support to the Secretary’s satis-
faction: Provided further, That not later than 
60 days after enactment of this Act, the Cor-
poration shall transmit, in electronic for-
mat, to the Secretary, the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations, the House 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation the 
annual budget and business plan and the 5- 
Year Financial Plan for fiscal year 2014 re-
quired under section 204 of the Passenger 
Rail Investment and Improvement Act of 
2008: Provided further, That the budget, busi-
ness plan, monthly performance reports, and 
the 5-Year Financial Plan shall also include 
a separate accounting of ridership, revenues, 
and capital and operating expenses for the 
Northeast Corridor; commuter service; long- 
distance Amtrak service; State-supported 
service; each intercity train route, including 
Autotrain; and commercial activities includ-
ing contract operations: Provided further, 
That the budget, business plan and the 5- 
Year Financial Plan shall include a descrip-
tion of work to be funded, along with cost es-
timates and an estimated timetable for com-
pletion of the projects covered by these 
plans: Provided further, That the budget, 
business plan and the 5-Year Financial Plan 
shall include annual information on the 
maintenance, refurbishment, replacement, 
and expansion for all Amtrak rolling stock 
consistent with the comprehensive fleet 
plan: Provided further, That the Corporation 
shall provide semiannual reports in elec-
tronic format regarding the pending business 
plan, which shall describe the work com-
pleted to date, any changes to the business 
plan, and the reasons for such changes, and 
shall identify all sole-source contract awards 
which shall be accompanied by a justifica-
tion as to why said contract was awarded on 
a sole-source basis, as well as progress 
against the milestones and target dates of 
the 2012 performance improvement plan: Pro-
vided further, That the Corporation’s budget, 
business plan, 5-Year Financial Plan, semi-
annual reports, and all subsequent supple-
mental plans shall be displayed on the Cor-
poration’s Web site within a reasonable 
timeframe following their submission to the 
appropriate entities: Provided further, That 
these plans shall be accompanied by a com-
prehensive fleet plan for all Amtrak rolling 
stock which shall address the Corporation’s 
detailed plans and timeframes for the main-
tenance, refurbishment, replacement, and 
expansion of the Amtrak fleet: Provided fur-
ther, That said fleet plan shall establish 
year-specific goals and milestones and dis-
cuss potential, current, and preferred financ-
ing options for all such activities: Provided 
further, That none of the funds under this 
heading may be obligated or expended until 
the Corporation agrees to continue abiding 
by the provisions of paragraphs 1, 2, 5, 9, and 
11 of the summary of conditions for the di-
rect loan agreement of June 28, 2002, in the 
same manner as in effect on the date of en-
actment of this Act: Provided further, That 
none of the funds provided in this Act may 
be used to support any route on which Am-
trak offers a discounted fare of more than 50 
percent off the normal peak fare: Provided 
further, That the preceding proviso does not 
apply to routes where the operating loss as a 
result of the discount is covered by a State 
and the State participates in the setting of 
fares: Provided further, That the Corporation 
shall submit to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations a budget request 
for fiscal year 2015 in similar format and sub-
stance to those submitted by executive agen-
cies of the Federal Government. 

CAPITAL AND DEBT SERVICE GRANTS TO THE 
NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 
To enable the Secretary of Transportation 

to make grants to the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation for capital invest-
ments as authorized by section 101(c), 102, 
and 219(b) of the Passenger Rail Investment 
and Improvement Act of 2008 (division B of 
Public Law 110–432), $600,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That 
after an initial distribution of up to 
$50,000,000, which shall be used by the Cor-
poration as a working capital account, all re-
maining funds shall be provided to the Cor-
poration only on a reimbursable basis: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary may retain 
up to one-half of 1 percent of the funds pro-
vided under this heading to fund the costs of 
project management oversight of capital 
projects funded by grants provided under 
this heading, as authorized by subsection 
101(d) of division B of Public Law 110–432: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall ap-
prove funding for capital expenditures, in-
cluding advance purchase orders of mate-
rials, for the Corporation only after receiv-
ing and reviewing a grant request for each 
specific capital project justifying the Fed-
eral support to the Secretary’s satisfaction: 
Provided further, That except as otherwise 
provided herein, none of the funds under this 
heading may be used to subsidize operating 
losses of the Corporation: Provided further, 
That none of the funds under this heading 
may be used for capital projects not ap-
proved by the Secretary of Transportation or 
on the Corporation’s fiscal year 2014 business 
plan: Provided further, That in addition to 
the project management oversight funds au-
thorized under section 101(d) of division B of 
Public Law 110–432, the Secretary may retain 
up to an additional $3,000,000 of the funds 
provided under this heading to fund expenses 
associated with implementing section 212 of 
division B of Public Law 110–432, including 
the amendments made by section 212 to sec-
tion 24905 of title 49, United States Code. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 43, line 10, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $600,000,000)’’. 
Page 150, line 8, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $600,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, my amendment would increase 
the appropriations for Amtrak’s cap-
ital and debt service grants by $600 mil-
lion and increase the spending reduc-
tion amount by the same amount. It 
would have the effect of entirely 
defunding this account. 

Amtrak was created by Congress in 
1970 to provide nationwide passenger 
rail service. It currently operates more 
than 40 routes across the United 
States. Unfortunately, the majority of 
these routes operate at a huge loss to 
taxpayers. The committee report for 
the underlying bill details just how big 
that loss is. In fiscal year 2011, Am-
trak’s long-distance routes ran a def-
icit of $554 million. By next year, that 
amount is projected to grow to $610 
million in losses. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee also 
takes note of Amtrak’s troubled food 

and beverage service, which has lost a 
total of $313 million just over the last 
3 years. This year alone, Amtrak is 
projected to lose nearly $75 million on 
its food and beverage service, reflect-
ing just a return of only 64 percent on 
its expenses. Despite these losses, Am-
trak pays the attendants who serve on 
board food and beverages between $24 
and $27 per hour. The committee itself 
points out that this wage is more than 
20 percent higher than that of flight at-
tendants, and these employees’ current 
labor agreement calls for another 3 per-
cent increase each year for the next 2 
years. 

Mr. Chairman, this isn’t the first 
time I’ve come to the floor to talk 
about Amtrak, and I can say with some 
confidence that this probably won’t be 
the last. 

We as a country are broke; yet we 
continue to offer hundreds of millions 
of taxpayers’ dollars each year to a 
passenger rail line which refuses to 
make meaningful reforms. The waste 
here is rampant, and we just cannot af-
ford it anywhere. Our Nation is broke. 
We’ve got to stop spending money we 
don’t have. We have to live within our 
means. 

I urge support of my amendment, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LATHAM. I rise in opposition to 
the gentleman’s amendment as it 
would shut down Amtrak. 

I can see that Amtrak could be more 
efficient. There is no doubt about that. 
However, it has made significant im-
provements in this area recently, and 
it is moving in the right direction. 

The bill does not include arbitrary 
funding decisions. We held hearings 
and scrubbed each. This committee 
worked very hard to achieve a balanced 
bill within our limited funding. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on the amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. LOWEY. This amendment is 
just another example of how the Re-
publican majority is limiting transpor-
tation options for the American people. 

Last year, more than 31 million 
Americans chose Amtrak as the means 
of transportation to get to business 
meetings, family gatherings, and vaca-
tions. They chose Amtrak to avoid 
crowded airplanes, congested highways, 
and for the opportunity to view the 
wonderful and majestic scenery of this 
great Nation. Americans deserve a pas-
senger rail system that is safe and reli-
able. 

This amendment also demonstrates 
how many Members on the other side 
of the aisle will blindly cut funding 
without any idea of the real ramifica-
tions. For instance, I sincerely doubt 
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that the gentlelady from Tennessee un-
derstands that in addition to handing 
out 20,000 pink slips, her amendment 
would cost the government $4.5 billion 
over the next 5 years due to the viola-
tion of labor agreements. 

This is a shortsighted amendment. I 
urge my colleagues to oppose this 
amendment. I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

NEXT GENERATION HIGH-SPEED RAIL 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the funds made available for Next Gen-
eration High Speed Rail, as authorized by 
sections 1103 and 7201 of Public Law 105–178, 
$1,973,000 are hereby permanently rescinded: 
Provided, That no amounts may be cancelled 
from amounts that were designated by the 
Congress as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to the Concurrent Resolution on the 
Budget or the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as amend-
ed. 
NORTHEAST CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the funds made available for the North-

east Corridor Improvement Program, as au-
thorized by Public Law 94–210, $4,419,000 are 
hereby permanently rescinded: Provided, 
That no amounts may be cancelled from 
amounts that were designated by the Con-
gress as an emergency requirement pursuant 
to the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget 
or the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985, as amended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 150. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds provided in this Act for the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation 
shall immediately cease to be available to 
said Corporation in the event that the Cor-
poration contracts to have services provided 
at or from any location outside the United 
States. For purposes of this section, the 
word ‘‘services’’ shall mean any service that 
was, as of July 1, 2006, performed by a full- 
time or part-time Amtrak employee whose 
base of employment is located within the 
United States. 

SEC. 151. The Secretary of Transportation 
may receive and expend cash, or receive and 
utilize spare parts and similar items, from 
non-United States Government sources to re-
pair damages to or replace United States 
Government owned automated track inspec-
tion cars and equipment as a result of third- 
party liability for such damages, and any 
amounts collected under this section shall be 
credited directly to the Safety and Oper-
ations account of the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration, and shall remain available 
until expended for the repair, operation and 
maintenance of automated track inspection 
cars and equipment in connection with the 
automated track inspection program. 

SEC. 152. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sions of law, rule or regulation, the Sec-
retary of Transportation is authorized to 
allow the issuer of any preferred stock here-
tofore sold to the Department to redeem or 
repurchase such stock upon the payment to 
the Department of an amount determined by 
the Secretary. 

SEC. 153. None of the funds provided to the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation 
may be used to fund any overtime costs in 

excess of $35,000 for any individual employee: 
Provided, That the president of Amtrak may 
waive the cap set in the previous proviso for 
specific employees when the president of 
Amtrak determines such a cap poses a risk 
to the safety and operational efficiency of 
the system: Provided further, That Amtrak 
shall notify House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations within 30 days of granting 
waivers and delineate the reasons for grant-
ing such waiver in the Corporation’s month-
ly report: Provided further, That Amtrak 
shall submit to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations on November 1, 
2013, a summary of the total number of em-
ployees that received such waivers, the total 
overtime payments the Corporation paid to 
employees receiving waivers, the total the 
Corporation paid in overtime payments in 
the prior three fiscal years, and a description 
of the factors that contributed to an increase 
or decrease from the prior year. 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

For necessary administrative expenses of 
the Federal Transit Administration’s pro-
grams authorized by chapter 53 of title 49, 
United States Code, $102,713,000, of which up 
to $3,000,000 shall be available to carry out 
the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5329 and not less 
than $1,000,000 shall be available to carry out 
the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5326: Provided, 
That none of the funds provided or limited in 
this Act may be used to create a permanent 
office of transit security under this heading: 
Provided further, That upon submission to 
the Congress of the fiscal year 2015 Presi-
dent’s budget, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall transmit to Congress the annual 
report on New Starts, including proposed al-
locations for fiscal year 2015. 

TRANSIT FORMULA GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORITY) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in the 
Federal Public Transportation Assistance 
Program in this account, and for payment of 
obligations incurred in carrying out the pro-
visions of 49 U.S.C. 5305, 5307, 5310, 5311, 5318, 
5322(d), 5329(e)(6), 5335, 5337, 5339, and 5340, as 
amended by Public Law 112–141; and section 
20005(b) of Public Law 112–141, $9,500,000,000, 
to be derived from the Mass Transit Account 
of the Highway Trust Fund and to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That 
funds available for the implementation or 
execution of programs authorized under 49 
U.S.C. 5305, 5307, 5310, 5311, 5318, 5322(d), 
5329(e)(6), 5335, 5337, 5339, and 5340, as amend-
ed by Public Law 112–141, and section 20005(b) 
of Public Law 112–141, shall not exceed total 
obligations of $8,595,000,000 in fiscal year 
2014. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, DEMONSTRATION, 
AND DEPLOYMENT PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5312, $20,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

TRANSIT COOPERATIVE RESEARCH PROGRAM 
For necessary expenses to carry out 49 

U.S.C. 5313, $4,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND STANDARDS 
DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5314, $4,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

HUMAN RESOURCES AND TRAINING 
For necessary expenses to carry out 49 

U.S.C. 5322(a), (b), and (e), $2,000,000, to re-
main available until expended. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS 
For necessary expenses to carry out 49 

U.S.C. 5309, $1,815,655,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

b 1815 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER 
Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 49, line 13, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $127,283,000)’’. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The gentleman from New York is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of my amendment to increase 
transit funding for Capital Investment 
Grants, also known as the New Starts 
program, by $127 million, which would 
bring it to the same level as the bill 
currently being considered in the Sen-
ate. 

Earlier this year, almost 100 Mem-
bers joined me in sending a letter to 
the Appropriations Committee request-
ing funding for transit, at a minimum, 
at the levels authorized in MAP–21 and 
in the President’s request. In one of the 
few bright spots in this bill, transit for-
mula grants are funded at the MAP–21 
authorized level, in large part because 
the formula grants are funded out of 
the mass transit account of the high-
way trust fund. Unfortunately, the New 
Starts and Small Starts program, 
which comes out of general revenue 
and funds the construction of new fixed 
guideway systems, such as new subway 
lines, bus rapid transit, and light rail is 
cut 7 percent below the enacted level 
and 8 percent below the President’s re-
quest. This shows how important it is 
that the provision in last year’s Repub-
lican bill that would have cut regular 
mass transit funds out of the highway 
trust fund and subject it to appropria-
tions was defeated because otherwise 
we would have a drastic cut there, too. 

This bill is out of step with the de-
mands of the American people. Accord-
ing to the American Public Transpor-
tation Association, a record 10.5 billion 
trips were taken last year, the second 
highest annual ridership since 1957. 
This increase in ridership is occurring 
all over the country, in places like 
Michigan, Ohio, South Carolina, Texas, 
Tennessee, Florida, Arizona, and Utah, 
to name just a few. Despite the in-
crease in ridership, Federal transpor-
tation funding is not keeping up with 
demand. Public transportation agen-
cies all across the country are facing 
possible job cuts, maintenance back-
logs, service reductions, and fare hikes. 

The funding levels in this bill provide 
barely enough to meet our existing 
commitments to projects currently 
under construction, and there is a 
small amount of money for only a few 
new Small Starts. The funding level is 
too low to adequately finance planning 
and development of additional transit 
projects. The policy framework in this 
bill is one of attrition and contraction: 
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to provide just enough money to close 
out the old projects, with no plans to 
invest in major new transit systems in 
any meaningful way in the future. We 
are not adequately investing in build-
ing new capacity and expanding transit 
service around this country, but I sup-
pose that is the point—to slowly starve 
these programs to the point that they 
cease to be effective and then argue 
that they are not necessary. 

But I am optimistic that we will ulti-
mately provide greater funding for 
transit. This is an issue that histori-
cally has had bipartisan support. Many 
of my Republican friends joined me in 
protecting the transit funding guaran-
tees during consideration of surface 
transportation legislation last year 
and in defeating the leadership’s at-
tempt to eliminate it. The business 
community and the real estate indus-
try support funding for public trans-
portation, along with a wide range of 
labor, civil rights, environmental, and 
civic organizations. Public transpor-
tation has broad support all over the 
country because people understand 
that investing in transit is one of the 
smartest things we can do to create 
jobs right here in America, reduce con-
gestion and dependence on foreign oil, 
and spur economic growth. 

My amendment would increase the 
New Starts program by $127 million, 
which is a modest amount considering 
how much we should be investing in 
our infrastructure, but at least it 
would put the House bill on equal foot-
ing with the Senate. Unfortunately, 
there is no account to use as an offset 
that wouldn’t cause significant harm 
to other important programs, and, 
therefore, I have offered none. I under-
stand the chairman may insist upon 
raising a point of order, and this just 
shows the limitations under which we 
are working in this impossible bill in 
which there is grossly inadequate fund-
ing all around so that you can’t respon-
sibly ask for an offset without destroy-
ing mass transit or something else that 
is of great import in order to support 
adequate expenditures. 

I urge my colleagues to support in-
creasing transit funding in whatever 
final product for FY14 appropriations 
becomes law. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I insist 
on my point of order. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment pro-
poses a net increase in budget author-
ity in the bill. The amendment is not 
in order in order under section 3(d)(3) 
of House Resolution 5, 113th Congress, 
which states: 

It shall not be in order to consider an 
amendment to a general appropriations 
bill proposing a net increase in the 
budget authority in the bill unless con-
sidered en bloc with another amend-
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg-
et authority pursuant to clause 2 (f) of 
rule XXI. 

The amendment proposes a net in-
crease in budget authority in the bill 

in violation of such section. It would 
increase budget authority by 
$127,383,000. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

If not, the Chair will rule. 
The gentleman from Iowa makes a 

point of order that the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New York 
violates section 3(d)(3) of House Reso-
lution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen-
tleman from Iowa, the amendment pro-
poses a net increase in budget author-
ity in the bill. Therefore, the point of 
order is sustained. The amendment is 
not in order. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
GRANTS TO THE WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN 

AREA TRANSIT AUTHORITY 
For grants to the Washington Metropoli-

tan Area Transit Authority as authorized 
under section 601 of division B of Public Law 
110–432, $125,000,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That the Secretary shall 
approve grants for capital and preventive 
maintenance expenditures for the Wash-
ington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
only after receiving and reviewing a request 
for each specific project: Provided further, 
That prior to approving such grants, the Sec-
retary shall determine that the Washington 
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority has 
placed the highest priority on those invest-
ments that will improve the safety of the 
system: Provided further, That the Secretary, 
in order to ensure safety throughout the rail 
system, may waive the requirements of sec-
tion 601(e)(1) of title VI of Public Law 110–432 
(112 Stat. 4968). 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 49, line 18, after the dollar amount, 

insert (reduced by $125,000,000). 
Page 150, line 8, after the dollar amount, 

insert (increased by $125,000,000). 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, it was 
my impression that this House had put 
an end to earmarks, and yet the Trans-
portation-HUD appropriations bill con-
tains $125 million solely for the benefit 
of the Washington Metropolitan Area 
Transit Authority, also known as 
WMATA. 

This is just a fraction, mind you, of 
the $1.5 billion that Congress intends 
to give the D.C. Metro system over a 
10-year period. This is not just your ev-
eryday average earmark. The Heritage 
Foundation has dubbed this subsidy 
‘‘the largest earmark in American his-
tory.’’ 

So I have an amendment here at the 
desk, and it is very simple. It simply 
eliminates this earmark that has re-
ceived subsidies since 2008. 

At a time of record budget deficits 
and debt, the American people cannot 
afford to provide yet again another ear-
mark, another special subsidy, espe-
cially when you take into consider-
ation the fact that the D.C. Metro al-
ready receives funds from a variety of 
other Federal sources, from other Fed-
eral Transit Administration grants and 
programs. 

Also, you add to that, given the per-
formance of this agency, I find it abso-
lutely astounding that the American 
people should want to give even more 
of their hard-earned cash to this agen-
cy. In addition to daily service inter-
ruptions, lax management, and poor 
general performance, Metro has a sig-
nificant record of wasting money. 
Right here in The Washington Post, it 
was reported that Metro spent $382 mil-
lion to rebuild cars, only to have them 
break down even more often than the 
cars that they didn’t overhaul. The 
Post also pointed out that when senior 
agency attorneys wanted new offices 
for themselves, they spent over a quar-
ter of a million dollars to accommo-
date them. And why not? It’s simply 
our money, taxpayer money being 
used. 

Last year, it was reported that the 
Office of Inspector General uncovered 
several personal and unwarranted ex-
penses on Metro’s credit cards, such as 
$2,000 worth of gift cards, things like 
camcorders valued at $730, and even 
$180 for headphones. So even when they 
spend this money on things it should 
be spending on, the facts are really dis-
turbing. The Federal Government pays, 
mind you, over half—specifically, 56 
percent—of their capital costs already. 

Now, I understand that we’ll hear 
others who say, D.C., the Nation’s Cap-
ital, it’s a tourist destination and it 
has a large population that utilizes it 
as transportation to get to work, but 
this is nothing unique. The same can 
be said for cities back in my neck of 
the woods like New York City or over 
in Chicago or Philadelphia, Boston, and 
Los Angeles. Should they get the same 
earmarks as well? What is it that is 
unique about Washington, D.C., that 
they are the only ones that get this 
type of earmark? 

Congress should not be forced to 
make the taxpayers use their hard- 
earned money to subsidize a transpor-
tation system that has failed over the 
years to get its fiscal house in order. 
We owe it to the American people to be 
better than that. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. I rise in opposition to 

the amendment. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I un-
derstand our friend from New Jersey 
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apparently doesn’t like Metro or the 
clientele it serves. So much of what he 
said I think is, in fact, distorted. 

The Metro system in metropolitan 
Washington is one of the great success 
stories of regional cooperation in the 
United States of America. In less than 
40 years, this system has created the 
second highest transit utilization in 
the United States. New York’s is well 
over 120 years old; we’re less than 40. 

In addition, my friend talked about 
taxpayer money. Not a dime of Federal 
money sustains or subsidizes Metro’s 
operating costs. That’s a problem be-
cause 40 percent of the Federal work-
force uses Metro every day; and it is 
subsidized not by the Federal Govern-
ment, I say to my friend from New Jer-
sey, but by local governments in the 
metropolitan area. And I know because 
I was chairman of one of them, and I 
had to write that check every year for 
the subsidy for Metro—not the Federal 
Government, the government of Fair-
fax County. And we were happy to 
write the check because we saw the 
value in Metro. 

Metro also has the highest fare box 
recovery rate in the United States of 
any transit system. Subsidies, we re-
cover 80 percent through the fare box. 
It’s the most efficient recovery in the 
United States. It lacks a dedicated 
source of revenue. It’s the only major 
transit system in the United States 
that lacks a dedicated source of rev-
enue. 

That’s why I say to my friend from 
New Jersey, my Republican prede-
cessor introduced this legislation you 
want to cut. Tom Davis was the chair-
man of the Oversight and Government 
Reform Committee. He was a Repub-
lican Congressman from Virginia, from 
the 11th District of Virginia I now am 
privileged to represent, and he and I 
saw eye to eye on this subject. We 
needed Federal help, and the Federal 
Government has a special responsi-
bility because this is the Nation’s Cap-
ital. 

Twelve million visitors use that 
Metro system at some point or another 
during the course of a year, unsub-
sidized by the Federal Government. In 
fact, the only subsidy we ever get is 
every 4 years when there’s an inau-
guration, there’s some consideration 
made. Other than that, we’re kind of 
on our own. 

And so Tom Davis, my Republican 
predecessor felt, as did all of us in the 
region, that there was a special obliga-
tion to at least help on capital im-
provements because it’s an aging sys-
tem. And with that aging system, ele-
vators need to be replaced, escalators 
need to be improved, canopies need to 
be replaced. 

b 1830 

And so we came up with a capital im-
provement idea. The deal was this: in a 
Republican Congress, that if the local 
governments would come up with a 
match, dollar for dollar, we, the Fed-
eral Government, would provide $150 

million a year for that capital im-
provement, to get new cars that are 
safer so we can avoid the kind of trag-
edy that occurred a few years ago in 
the system, because we have original 
cars still in the system from almost 40 
years ago. 

So the local governments came up 
with that match, $150 million, 50 for 
Maryland, 50 for D.C., 50 for Virginia, 
and we amended the compact, the con-
tract that created Metro, to put Fed-
eral representatives on the board for 
the first time with voting privileges. 

If we adopt this amendment today, 
we turn our back on that Republican 
idea, that Republican legislation, and 
we turn our back on the faith that the 
local jurisdictions have expressed in 
keeping their commitment as part of 
this bargain. 

Metro is a very important part of our 
Nation’s Capital, and it is wrong to 
disinvest in it, and it’s even wronger to 
break a contract, a commitment we 
made several years ago when my Re-
publican predecessor introduced this 
legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-

man, I yield to my friend from New 
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT). 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman first begins his comments 
by attacking my motives in this mat-
ter, saying that—what did he say? I do 
not care about lines such as Metro or 
the people it serves. 

I would ask the gentleman, who’s not 
paying any attention to me, exactly 
what is it in my statement would say 
that I do not care about the people 
that it serves? Because I do care about 
them, as much as I care about the sub-
way system or the metro system in my 
metro area, such as New York City or 
in my metro area, such as down in 
Newark, New Jersey. I care about them 
as well. 

But you know, when I go back and I 
talk to those people who use those 
services, whether they be residents of 
New Jersey or residents of New York, 
or maybe they’re residents from Vir-
ginia, from your neck of the woods up 
here, who come to visit the financial 
capital of the world, New York City, or 
the Garden State of New Jersey, who 
want to use our metro systems, they 
ask me why it is that D.C. gets a spe-
cial deal, why D.C. gets $1.5 billion over 
10 years for their system. 

Let’s get the facts straight as far as 
the subsidy for the capital cost of 65 
percent, and why our cities in our area, 
what is it that’s so unique and special 
about this area and not about Chicago 
or Philadelphia or the other areas. 

So I go to my first question. What is 
it in my statement that you said, you 
could slander me, sir, by saying that I 
do not care about the people who ride 
on these systems? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would say to my 
friend from New Jersey, I do not ques-
tion his motivation; I question his ac-
tion. His action suggests, just as he 
just said, we’re no different than any 
other transit system. 

Well, we are different. This is the Na-
tion’s Capital, and we bear the full re-
sponsibility of moving the Federal 
workforce, the bulk of the Federal 
workforce to work every single day. 
That is not a responsibility the New 
York subway system bears. It’s not the 
responsibility Boston bears, or the 
BART system in San Francisco bears. 
It is unique. 

And we bear the responsibility in this 
region of welcoming 10 to 12 million 
fellow Americans every year to visit 
the Nation’s Capital, many of whom 
use that Metro system, again, some-
thing that is subsidized on an oper-
ating basis, by the local taxpayer. That 
is unique to this area. 

Mr. GARRETT. If I had some of the 
charts showing where some of the 
wealthiest districts are in the Nation, 
where, despite the turmoil of ’08 and 
the financial crisis, where prices of real 
estate continue to rise, where revenues 
continue to go up, it would be in this 
section of the country, not in Boston, 
not in Philly, not in New York or New-
ark. But this is one of the wealthiest 
portions of the country. 

And you’re right, sir. If this is an 
area that should look for subsidies, it 
should look for subsidies from some of 
the wealthiest people in America that 
live right here, not under the under-
lying bill. 

It’s not asking for people from your 
district to pay their fair share, or the 
people from Maryland or Virginia to 
pay their fair share. It’s asking for peo-
ple from all across the country to chip 
in to pay for here, when you’re not al-
lowing the people from New York, New-
ark, Philadelphia, Chicago, out in Cali-
fornia—those other areas have subway 
systems and metro systems. You’re not 
willing to help them out. 

But, Mr. Speaker, you want everyone 
else in America to help the residents 
who live here and subsidize their costs, 
but you’re not willing to help out the 
people who live in my neck of the 
woods. 

And that, sir, is unfair to my con-
stituents. That’s unfair to all the con-
stituents in all those cities that are 
looking for a fair deal and for effi-
ciency and economy from our govern-
ment, and not for special deals. 

I’ll end where I began. I thought 
Washington had done away with ear-
marks but, obviously, with this legisla-
tion and the special interests that are 
being catered to here, we have not done 
so. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
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which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment by Mr. GALLEGO of 
Texas. 

Amendment by Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
Amendment by Mr. GRAYSON of Flor-

ida. 
Amendment No. 4 by Mr. MCCLINTOCK 

of California. 
Amendment by Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-

ida. 
Amendment by Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-

ida. 
Amendment by Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-

ida. 
The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 

the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GALLEGO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GALLEGO) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 317, noes 92, 
not voting 24, as follows: 

[Roll No. 419] 

AYES—317 

Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clay 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 

Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Gowdy 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 

Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 

Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 

Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Williams 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—92 

Amash 
Bachmann 
Barr 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Broun (GA) 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Cantor 
Chabot 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Conaway 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gingrey (GA) 

Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Griffith (VA) 
Hall 
Harper 
Harris 
Hensarling 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Kingston 
LaMalfa 
Latta 
Long 
Lucas 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Massie 
McClintock 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Radel 
Ribble 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Royce 
Runyan 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Smith (MO) 
Southerland 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Wagner 
Weber (TX) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Woodall 

NOT VOTING—24 

Campbell 
Clarke 
Cramer 
Dingell 

Farr 
Graves (MO) 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 

Hastings (FL) 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Holt 

Horsford 
Labrador 
McCarthy (NY) 
Meadows 

Miller, Gary 
Pallone 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 

Rangel 
Schrader 
Wilson (FL) 
Young (FL) 

b 1901 

Messrs. COFFMAN, AMASH, 
ROKITA, SMITH of Missouri, STOCK-
MAN, FRANKS of Arizona, BURGESS, 
and HALL changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. CICILLINE, MCKINLEY, 
RYAN of Wisconsin, BENTIVOLIO, 
LEVIN, SHUSTER, RICE of South 
Carolina, VALADAO, TERRY, MAF-
FEI, RUSH and RUPPERSBERGER, 
and Ms. BROWN of Florida and Mrs. 
ROBY changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to 
‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. YOUNG OF 

ALASKA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 239, noes 175, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 420] 

AYES—239 

Aderholt 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 

Cohen 
Cole 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Culberson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Garamendi 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Goodlatte 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hultgren 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Langevin 
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Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 

Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Owens 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pocan 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Reed 
Richmond 
Roby 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 

Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Stewart 
Stockman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOES—175 

Alexander 
Amash 
Bachmann 
Barber 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Camp 
Cantor 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coffman 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cotton 
Crawford 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Daines 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Doggett 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallego 
Garcia 

Gardner 
Garrett 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Grayson 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Harris 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Himes 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Kingston 
Kuster 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lucas 
Maffei 
Marchant 
Massie 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 

Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Smith (MO) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Wagner 
Walorski 
Walz 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 

Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Williams 

Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—19 

Campbell 
Dingell 
Gohmert 
Graves (MO) 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Herrera Beutler 

Hinojosa 
Holt 
Horsford 
Labrador 
McCarthy (NY) 
Meadows 
Miller, Gary 

Pallone 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Rangel 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1905 

Mr. COLE changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 191, noes 224, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 421] 

AYES—191 

Amash 
Bachmann 
Barber 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Bilirakis 
Black 
Blackburn 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Camp 
Cantor 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cleaver 
Coffman 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Cotton 
Crawford 
Cummings 
DeGette 
DeSantis 
Doggett 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 

Ellison 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Grayson 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Himes 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 

Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Lee (CA) 
Lofgren 
Long 
Luetkemeyer 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Marchant 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McClintock 
McHenry 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, George 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Nugent 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 

Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Peters (CA) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (TX) 
Speier 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 

Thompson (CA) 
Thornberry 
Titus 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walorski 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoho 
Young (IN) 

NOES—224 

Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks (AL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Cartwright 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conyers 
Cook 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Ellmers 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Forbes 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 

Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gerlach 
Gibson 
Green, Al 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Moore 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 

Noem 
Nolan 
Nunes 
Owens 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (MI) 
Pocan 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Richmond 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Williams 
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Wilson (FL) 
Wittman 

Wolf 
Yarmuth 

Yoder 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—18 

Campbell 
Dingell 
Graves (MO) 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Herrera Beutler 

Hinojosa 
Holt 
Horsford 
Labrador 
McCarthy (NY) 
Meadows 

Miller, Gary 
Pallone 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Rangel 
Young (FL) 

b 1910 

Messrs. ROKITA and CRAWFORD 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 166, noes 248, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 422] 

AYES—166 

Amash 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coffman 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cotton 
Culberson 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Doggett 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gardner 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Grayson 
Green, Gene 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harris 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Himes 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latta 
Long 
Maffei 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 

Miller (MI) 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 

Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Wagner 
Walberg 

Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Williams 

Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Woodall 
Yoho 
Young (IN) 

NOES—248 

Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Barletta 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks (AL) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Forbes 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gerlach 

Gibson 
Gosar 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Griffin (AR) 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 

Noem 
Nolan 
Owens 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pocan 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Ribble 
Richmond 
Roby 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (WA) 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wolf 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—19 

Campbell 
Dingell 
Graves (MO) 

Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Herrera Beutler 

Hinojosa 
Holt 
Horsford 

Labrador 
McCarthy (NY) 
Meadows 
Miller, Gary 

Pallone 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Rangel 

Rokita 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1913 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS OF 

FLORIDA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 154, noes 258, 
not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 423] 

AYES—154 

Andrews 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 

Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gibson 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kilmer 
King (NY) 
Kuster 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 

Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Owens 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pocan 
Polis 
Posey 
Quigley 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schakowsky 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
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NOES—258 

Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cicilline 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cook 
Costa 
Cotton 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 

Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Kelly (PA) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Levin 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radel 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—21 

Aderholt 
Campbell 
Cramer 
Dingell 
Graves (MO) 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 

Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Horsford 
Labrador 
McCarthy (NY) 
Meadows 

Miller, Gary 
Pallone 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Rangel 
Simpson 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1917 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS OF 

FLORIDA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 109, noes 300, 
not voting 24, as follows: 

[Roll No. 424] 

AYES—109 

Andrews 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bustos 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castro (TX) 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Fattah 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 

Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Grayson 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Huffman 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowenthal 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, Sean 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Moore 

Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Nolan 
Payne 
Pocan 
Posey 
Quigley 
Richmond 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schakowsky 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Takano 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watt 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 

NOES—300 

Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 

Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 

Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Coble 
Coffman 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cook 
Costa 

Cotton 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Enyart 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gabbard 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 

Kline 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
Latta 
Levin 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, George 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Napolitano 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radel 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 

Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—24 

Campbell 
Cole 
Cramer 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Graves (MO) 
Gutiérrez 
Hall 

Hanabusa 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Labrador 
McCarthy (NY) 

Meadows 
Miller, Gary 
Pallone 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Rangel 
Waters 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
(By unanimous consent, Mr. CREN-

SHAW was allowed to speak out of 
order.) 

THE CONGRESSIONAL CHALLENGE CUP 
Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 

think most Members of this body know 
that every year for the past 12 years 
there has been a golf match between 
the House Republicans and the House 
Democrats. It has become known as 
The First Tee Challenge, because the 
money that is raised from this event 
goes to help The First Tee, as they 
reach nearly hundreds of thousands of 
young people across this country using 
the game of golf to talk about honesty, 
integrity, hard work, and discipline. It 
is patterned after the Ryder Cup. 

This year’s competition took place 
last Monday. After the matches were 
over, the score was tied—10 points for 
the Republicans and 10 points for the 
Democrats. That is the ultimate in bi-
partisanship. 

But the rules of The First Tee Chal-
lenge Cup provide, just like the Ryder 
Cup, that the team that is in posses-
sion of the coveted Roll Call Cup, 
which I have right here in my hand, 
the team that is in possession of the 
cup must be defeated for the cup to 
change hands. So, therefore, the fact 
that the match was a tie this year, the 
coveted Roll Call Cup will stay in pos-
session of the Republican team for 1 
more year. 

I just want to thank all the members 
of the team for their hard work, their 
dedication, their fine play, and con-
gratulate The First Tee for all the 
work that they do. And a special word 
of thanks to the sponsors, who have 
raised over $2 million over these years 
to help support The First Tee. 

I would like to yield to my Demo-
cratic counterpart, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. YARMUTH). 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to thank my friend from Florida 
for his kind remarks. 

It was a wonderful competition. I 
would like to blame redistricting on 
the reversal of fortune that we’ve had 
over the last 2 years; but I can say in 
all honesty that it was a phenomenal 
competition and, more importantly, it 
was a very civil and friendly competi-
tion with a great deal of mutual re-
spect and a great deal of humor and fun 
in a day that was documented last 
night on Golf Central on the Golf Chan-
nel. As my friend said, the most impor-
tant thing is that we are raising money 
for a very important charity that has 
done phenomenal work throughout the 
country. 

I want to congratulate the Repub-
licans for retaining the cup and con-
gratulate my own team for a valiant 
effort. I must remind everyone that we 
didn’t lose, we tied, and that we will 
get back at it next year and try to 
steal that cup from the Republicans 
where it rightfully belongs. 

Once again, thank you very much to 
the Republican team. Thanks also to 
the sponsors, and primarily to The 
First Tee for the great work that they 
do. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS OF 
FLORIDA 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, 2-minute voting will continue. 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 116, noes 295, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 425] 

AYES—116 

Andrews 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Cartwright 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Fattah 

Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gibson 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kilmer 
King (NY) 
Kuster 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowenthal 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Meeks 

Michaud 
Moore 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Payne 
Pocan 
Posey 
Quigley 
Richmond 
Runyan 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schakowsky 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Takano 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 

NOES—295 

Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Benishek 

Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 

Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 

Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cicilline 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Costa 
Cotton 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Enyart 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 

Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
Latta 
Levin 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, George 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radel 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 

Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—22 

Campbell 
Carney 
Cramer 
Dingell 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 

Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Horsford 
Labrador 
McCarthy (NY) 
McIntyre 
Meadows 

Miller, Gary 
Pallone 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Rangel 
Young (FL) 
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So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
CONTINUATION OF AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. 

GARRETT 
Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WOODALL). 

The gentleman from Virginia is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, first of 
all, I want to thank my close friend 
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER), who 
not only called the House to order but 
who has been an extraordinary cham-
pion of transit systems for years, espe-
cially of Washington’s metropolitan 
transit system, because he gets it. He 
understands how important this transit 
system is. 

There was a previous discussion, a 
dialogue, between Mr. CONNOLLY and 
Mr. GARRETT. The outcome of it was a 
suggestion that Washington’s Metro 
system is somehow extraordinarily 
subsidized. The fact is that it’s sub-
sidized but that it’s subsidized pri-
marily by local governments. We have 
been trying on our side to provide sub-
sidies to transit systems all over the 
country, including in the New York- 
New Jersey area—apparently, given the 
results of some of the votes, without 
much success on this bill. 

The point I want to make, Mr. Chair-
man, is that Metro is our Nation’s 
transit system. It was created largely 
to serve the needs of the Federal Gov-
ernment. Forty percent of Metro’s 
peak ridership are Federal employees, 
so a Federal role is both necessary and 
appropriate. WMATA is also the pri-
mary means of transportation for visi-
tors to our Nation’s Capital. Whether 
they come to experience our historical 
legacy, to participate in rallies on The 
Mall or to meet with their Members of 
Congress, they use our Nation’s Metro 
system. 

Now, in recognition of this special re-
lationship and of WMATA’s urgent 
need for additional capital funds, the 
Passenger Rail Investment and Im-
provement Act of 2008 authorized $1.5 
billion over 10 years for WMATA’s cap-
ital and preventative maintenance 
projects. It was bipartisan. As Mr. CON-
NOLLY suggested, his predecessor, Mr. 
DAVIS, largely led much of the effort, 
and it was to be matched dollar for dol-
lar by the jurisdictions that WMATA 
serves—the District of Columbia, the 
State of Maryland and the Common-
wealth of Virginia. 

That bill represented a compact be-
tween WMATA and the Federal Gov-
ernment, which was granted represen-
tation on the WMATA board. That was 
part of the legislation, that you’ve got 
to put Federal representation on the 
board in return for the funding. Up to 
this point, the Federal Government has 
upheld its end of this compact. That’s 
why we object so strongly to the Gar-
rett amendment. Currently, this appro-
priations bill on the floor today pro-
vides $125 million, which is consistent 

with this compact in its funding for the 
Metro system. It’s a 16 percent cut al-
ready below the authorized level, 
which, in fact, has been fully funded in 
previous fiscal years, but Mr. GAR-
RETT’s amendment would eliminate 
even that reduced funding level. 

The elimination of WMATA funding 
would be deeply detrimental to the sys-
tem and would diminish the ability of 
thousands of employees to get to 
work—two-fifths of them Federal em-
ployees. Critically, the further cuts 
mandated by Mr. GARRETT’s amend-
ment would limit WMATA’s ability to 
continue improving the safety of the 
system and fully implement the rec-
ommendations of the National Trans-
portation Safety Board that resulted 
from the 2009 Red Line crash. That’s 
what we need to implement. We 
wouldn’t be able to do it with this 
amendment. Eliminating Federal fund-
ing would also jeopardize State capital 
funding for the Metro system by break-
ing the matching compact that has 
been agreed to by all the parties. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I strongly urge my 
colleagues to reject this unnecessary 
amendment, which would irreparably 
harm America’s most critical transit 
system. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. WOLF. I just want to speak brief-
ly in support of what Mr. MORAN said. 

Mr. Chairman, this law that we are 
drastically changing was really the re-
sult of a bipartisan agreement with re-
gard to the Congress, and it was au-
thored by former Congressman Tom 
Davis from northern Virginia. We 
voted on this one other time. A similar 
amendment was offered by Mr. GAR-
RETT last year. It failed by a vote of 
160–243. 

In 2008, the Congress made a 10-year 
commitment as the Federal partner to 
provide capital funds for the needs of 
the Metro system. It was a commit-
ment. It’s in the law. We voted on it. 
We worked on it. It was bipartisan. 
Now we come up with the Garrett 
amendment. These funds are matched, 
as said by the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. MORAN), by WMATA’s regional 
partners—Virginia, Maryland and 
Washington, D.C. Again, it was voted 
on before, in the last Congress, and it 
failed overwhelmingly by a vote of 160– 
243. 

Eliminating this funding means that 
Congress would be choosing to go back 
on its commitment to provide the 
money needed to maintain a safe and 
reliable system used by many of your 
constituents—the people who visit. 
Metro is currently using Federal funds 
to improve a 30-year-old system to ad-
dress the critical safety recommenda-

tions made by the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board. People died on the 
Metro. This money is being used to 
make the Metro safe. As the other 
Member said, many Members have con-
stituents who come from all over the 
country to use it. More than half of the 
Metro rail system serves Federal facili-
ties like the Pentagon, the Department 
of Homeland Security and many oth-
ers. 

I would ask Members to keep the 
commitment that was made in a bipar-
tisan way and to vote down the Garrett 
amendment. 

Mr. HOYER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOLF. I yield to the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
from Virginia for yielding. 

He and I spent literally a decade 
working together, shoulder to shoul-
der, in a bipartisan way because this is 
America’s subway. This is a subway 
that is used by almost all of the visi-
tors who come to visit their capital. It 
is for that reason that the Federal Gov-
ernment has participated in building 
this extraordinary system. 

The gentleman is correct. We have an 
agreement. There is a compact that 
has been signed by Republican Gov-
ernors and Democratic Governors, by 
Republican Members of the House and 
Democratic Members of the House, by 
Republican members of the Senate and 
Democratic members of the Senate. I 
would hope that the House would reject 
this amendment. 

I adopt the remarks of the gentlemen 
from Virginia. My colleagues Mr. 
MORAN and Mr. WOLF, I think, speak 
for all of us, and, of course, Mr. CON-
NOLLY has spoken very strongly for 
himself, but I would hope that the 
House would continue to keep the faith 
with the agreement that has been made 
for what is America’s subway, used by 
all of our people when they come here 
to their Nation’s Capital. 

I want to thank the chairman, and I 
want to thank the ranking member for 
their efforts on behalf of the Metro as 
well as for keeping the faith of the 
agreement that we have reached. I 
thank the gentleman for his leadership 
and his remarks. 

Mr. WOLF. I thank the gentleman. 
I also want to thank Mr. LATHAM and 

Mr. PASTOR for their opposition to this 
amendment. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

THUD APPROPRIATIONS 

In 2008, the Congress made a 10-year com-
mitment, as the federal partner, to provide 
capital funds for the needs of the Metro sys-
tem. 

These funds are matched by WMATA’s re-
gional partners, Virginia, Maryland and Wash-
ington, D.C. 

This amendment would eliminate $125 mil-
lion in capital funds for Metro, which has al-
ready been cut from $150 million last year. 

A similar amendment offered to last year’s 
THUD bill failed by a vote of 160–243. 
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Eliminating this funding means Congress is 

choosing to go back on its commitment to pro-
vide money needed to maintain a safe and re-
liable system used by many of your constitu-
ents. 

Metro is currently using federal funds to im-
prove its 30-year-old system to address the 
critical safety recommendations made by the 
National Transportation Safety Board, which 
Metro has made its highest priority. 

WMATA operates the second largest rail 
system and sixth largest bus system in the 
U.S. 

It provides 1.3 million trips a day—many of 
these trips carry employees to and from work 
every day. 

More than half of the Metrorail stations 
serve federal facilities, like the Pentagon and 
the Department of Homeland Security. 

Metro is critical to the economic growth of 
this region. 

It has spurred $37 billion in economic devel-
opment at or near to Metro’s property. 

I represent the Dulles airport and Loudoun 
County and since 1999, I have supported ex-
tending metro rail to Dulles. 

The funding provided in this bill for Metro is 
critical to the success and safety of the rail 
project along the Dulles Corridor, which is the 
single greatest economic engine for Northern 
Virginia. 

Congress must continue to uphold its com-
mitment to provide a safe and reliable metro 
experience for the American people that we 
serve. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I move to strike 
the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
would hope that we may take advan-
tage of revisiting this yet again to 
have a teachable moment here. 

My good friend from New Jersey 
talked about some of the problems of 
the Metro system. As a practical mat-
ter, many of those problems are the re-
sult of 40 years of an accumulated 
maintenance deficit and a lack of a 
long-term, reliable partnership with 
the Federal Government, exemplified 
by the irresponsibility of this amend-
ment that is being proposed. 

The Federal Government is the pri-
mary beneficiary of Metro. Bear in 
mind these 68 square miles that rep-
resent the District of Columbia: 21 per-
cent of the land is owned by the Fed-
eral Government, and a much larger 
percentage of the valuable land is tax- 
exempt; 30 percent of the jobs are Fed-
eral jobs even in these difficult times, 
and they’re not paying taxes to the 
District of Columbia or to Metro; 40 
percent of the rush-hour traffic is of 
Federal employees, and we suffer some 
of the worst traffic congestion in the 
United States in this region. 

We have a serious accumulated def-
icit for maintenance, and this was part 
of a bipartisan, long-term agreement to 
solve this problem and improve service 
and meet the Federal responsibilities. I 
appreciate the advocacy and the elo-
quence of my friends from Virginia and 
Maryland who have come to the floor 
and pointed out this responsibility. I 

speak as somebody who represents a 
district 2,300 miles away, but I, too, 
have an interest in the Federal Govern-
ment’s being a responsible partner in 
helping Metro function properly. 

Many of us were on the floor of the 
House during 9/11. That was a horrible 
week in our Nation’s Capital. But for 
the Metro system, the area would have 
been paralyzed. 

b 1945 

I suggest that this is, I hope, well in-
tentioned; but I think it’s shortsighted, 
and it underscores the problems we 
have had in the district to deal with 
long-term capital investments. As has 
been pointed out, the local govern-
ments surrounding are part of the part-
nership and are contributing money. 

I would hope that the Federal Gov-
ernment understands its responsibility 
and not only do we reject this mis-
guided amendment, but hopefully we 
can use this as an opportunity to reaf-
firm the partnership, the role that the 
Federal Government plays, the benefit 
that the Federal Government obtains 
for our employees, for our visitors, for 
the land that is located here that occu-
pies Federal activities. 

Mr. Chairman, these are tea leaves 
that people read. I am sad that this bill 
underfunds infrastructure across the 
country on the very day that the 
American Society of Civil Engineers 
puts out their report that gives us a D- 
plus rating for infrastructure in this 
country, that we need increased pri-
vate investment, local government 
funding. We have $2.2 trillion over the 
next 10 years. It will be necessary just 
to bring our infrastructure up to stand-
ard. And this will be the quickest way 
to put Americans to work at family- 
wage jobs from coast to coast. I would 
hope at some point we get back to our 
responsibilities overall for infrastruc-
ture, but in the meantime we should 
reject this effort to undermine the 
partnership and the Federal responsi-
bility. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, when we’re in session, I have the 
opportunity—and I take it—to ride the 
metro. That’s the way I get around in 
this great city. I have to tell you that 
in the late sixties, early seventies when 
I first came to Washington on other 
business, I saw where Connecticut Ave-
nue was being dug up, the beginning of 
the Red Line. So I can attest, Mr. 
Chairman, that every morning at the 
South Capitol stop, people who work in 
this complex on Capitol Hill, that there 
are lines of workers that are coming 
into work. 

So when the proposition came before 
the House, the compact that the Fed-
eral Government agreed with Mary-
land, Virginia, and the District, to 
maintain the metro and the particular 
States and District had the matching 

funds, I was very supportive because I 
knew of the benefit that Metro brought 
to our employees here on Capitol Hill, 
as well as to the Federal employees 
throughout this metro area. So I have 
to tell you that I support the Metro 
system, and I oppose this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Rhode Island is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, this 
appropriations measure fails at every 
level to meet our Nation’s transpor-
tation infrastructure needs, support 
our States’ housing initiatives, or fur-
ther our community development 
goals. 

I would like to take a moment to 
highlight a few of the most egregious 
cuts in the Transportation–Housing 
and Urban Development appropriations 
bill before us today because it’s impor-
tant for my constituents in Rhode Is-
land to hear exactly what’s being pro-
posed here today. 

We all recognize clearly that some 
cuts in Federal spending are unavoid-
able. In certain cases, they’re even de-
sirable in the current budgetary envi-
ronment. But this bill goes far beyond 
what’s reasonable by reneging on the 
spirit of the agreed-to spending levels 
in the Budget Control Act. The cuts in 
this bill to the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant program, the HOME 
grant, and transportation investments 
endanger the well-being of America’s 
cities and towns, as well as our resi-
dents. 

Expanding economic opportunities 
and creating jobs continue to be my 
top priorities in Congress. It’s exactly 
what this Nation needs right now. It’s 
certainly what we need in Rhode Is-
land, given the fact we have the fourth 
highest unemployment rate in the Na-
tion. Regrettably, this bill achieves 
neither of these goals. The Congres-
sional Budget Office estimated just 
last week the sequestration would re-
sult in 1.6 million fewer American jobs 
by the end of September 2014. Yet my 
Republican colleagues have decided to 
double down on this reckless policy by 
crafting the T-HUD bill with the as-
sumption that sequestration remains 
in effect. 

These cuts translate into real jobs 
and real benefits to our communities. 
Just 2 weeks ago, I celebrated a $10 
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million Federal TIGER grant award 
that will be used to help Rhode Island 
replace the aging Providence Viaduct. 
It’s part of the I–95 corridor that goes 
right through the center of Providence. 
This bill eliminates the TIGER grant 
program. 

In April, our State Department of 
Transportation unveiled plans to im-
prove the Providence Amtrak station. 
The station serves over 1 million Am-
trak and commuter rail passengers 
each year, benefiting our entire State, 
as well as neighboring ones with 
multimodal connections from Provi-
dence to the Boston metropolitan area. 
This bill cuts Amtrak funding by 33 
percent, endangering further improve-
ments to important interstate trans-
portation infrastructure. 

In June, Rhode Islanders celebrated 
the 100th anniversary of the Amal-
gamated Transit Union Local 618. 
Their 1,000 members take us to school, 
work, to the doctor, and to the grocery 
store quickly and safely every day. 
Public transportation decreases con-
gestion, pollution, and individual fuel 
costs; it connects us to recreation, 
family, and community; and it creates 
jobs in the short term, while sup-
porting careers over the long term. 
This bill cuts transit funding by 17 per-
cent from last year. 

It also delivers a 25 percent cut to 
the Housing Counseling Assistance 
Fund, which helped over 2,000 Rhode Is-
land families last year stay in their 
homes, avoid foreclosure, or refinance 
their mortgage. This bill would cut the 
HOME program by $300 million, a 30 
percent reduction from pre-sequestra-
tion levels. HOME is a critical resource 
that’s used to develop affordable hous-
ing for those who need it most. It has 
resulted in over 4,200 units in Rhode Is-
land alone being created. 

Meanwhile, homeless families, the 
most vulnerable among us, once again 
will feel the full brunt of the major-
ity’s misplaced priorities. In 2012, over 
4,800 Rhode Islanders found themselves 
homeless, one-quarter of them chil-
dren. The State homeless assistance 
programs depend on Federal support to 
operate shelters to help move people to 
a permanent housing solution; yet H.R. 
2610 does not come close to adequately 
funding these programs, placing thou-
sands of Rhode Island families in even 
further jeopardy. 

By cutting the administrative fund 
for section 8, this bill seeks to under-
mine the very integrity of that pro-
gram. Those seeking housing assist-
ance vouchers will find agencies under-
staffed, underfunded, and unable to 
serve the millions who depend on sec-
tion 8 to stay in affordable housing. 
This is outrageous. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, this bill cuts 
the CDBG program by almost 50 per-
cent, an unacceptable and draconian 
move that will cripple the neighbor-
hoods that need the most help. These 
grants are the cornerstone of local in-
vestment opportunities. For every dol-
lar spent on CDBG grants, $3 is lever-

aged from private, nonprofit, and other 
non-Federal funding sources. The orga-
nizations working with CDBG funds 
use them for employment services, 
homeless assistance, child care, senior 
care, mental health outreach, and 
countless other services. I’m sad to see 
that the committee has decided that 
this is not worth the investment. 

This bill is misguided, and I hope we 
will rethink this. I urge my colleagues 
to oppose it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the Committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mrs. 
CAPITO) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
WOODALL, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 2610) making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2014, 
and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

f 

REPORT ON H.R. 2855, STATE, FOR-
EIGN OPERATIONS, AND RE-
LATED PROGRAMS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2014 

Ms. GRANGER, from the Committee 
on Appropriations, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 113–185) on the 
bill making appropriations for the De-
partment of State, foreign operations, 
and related programs for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2014, and for 
other purposes, which was referred to 
the Union Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of 
order are reserved on the bill. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 693 

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to remove my name as a 
cosponsor of H.R. 693. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WOODALL). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania? 

There was no objection. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

SCHOOL ACCESS TO EMERGENCY 
EPINEPHRINE ACT 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2094) to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to increase the preference 
given, in awarding certain asthma-re-
lated grants, to certain States (those 
allowing trained school personnel to 
administer epinephrine and meeting 
other related requirements). 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2094 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘School Ac-
cess to Emergency Epinephrine Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ADDITIONAL PREFERENCE TO CERTAIN 

STATES THAT ALLOW TRAINED 
SCHOOL PERSONNEL TO ADMIN-
ISTER EPINEPHRINE. 

Section 399L(d) of part P of title III of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 280g(d)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(F) SCHOOL PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION OF 
EPINEPHRINE.—In determining the preference 
(if any) to be given to a State under this sub-
section, the Secretary shall give additional 
preference to a State that provides to the 
Secretary the certification described in sub-
paragraph (G) and that requires that each 
public elementary school and secondary 
school in the State— 

‘‘(i) permits trained personnel of the school 
to administer epinephrine to any student of 
the school reasonably believed to be having 
an anaphylactic reaction; 

‘‘(ii) maintains a supply of epinephrine in a 
secure location that is easily accessible to 
trained personnel of the school for the pur-
pose of administration to any student of the 
school reasonably believed to be having an 
anaphylactic reaction; and 

‘‘(iii) has in place a plan for having on the 
premises of the school during all operating 
hours of the school one or more individuals 
who are trained personnel of the school. 

‘‘(G) CIVIL LIABILITY PROTECTION LAW.—The 
certification required in subparagraph (F) 
shall be a certification made by the State at-
torney general that the State has reviewed 
any applicable civil liability protection law 
to determine the application of such law 
with regard to elementary and secondary 
school trained personnel who may admin-
ister epinephrine to a student reasonably be-
lieved to be having an anaphylactic reaction 
and has concluded that such law provides 
adequate civil liability protection applicable 
to such trained personnel. For purposes of 
the previous sentence, the term ‘civil liabil-
ity protection law’ means a State law offer-
ing legal protection to individuals who give 
aid on a voluntary basis in an emergency to 
an individual who is ill, in peril, or otherwise 
incapacitated.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(E) The term ‘trained personnel’ means, 
with respect to an elementary or secondary 
school, an individual— 

‘‘(i) who has been designated by the prin-
cipal (or other appropriate administrative 
staff) of the school to administer epinephrine 
on a voluntary basis outside their scope of 
employment; 

‘‘(ii) who has received training in the ad-
ministration of epinephrine; and 

‘‘(iii) whose training in the administration 
of epinephrine meets appropriate medical 
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standards and has been documented by ap-
propriate administrative staff of the 
school.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise in support and urge my col-

leagues to vote for H.R. 2094, the 
School Access to Emergency Epineph-
rine Act. 

Mr. Speaker, according to the CDC, 
one out of every 13 children has a food 
allergy and that rate is rising. Some of 
these children can experience a severe 
allergic reaction known as anaphylaxis 
that can be deadly unless a medication 
called ‘‘epinephrine’’ is promptly ad-
ministered. Studies also show that 16 
percent to 18 percent of children with 
food allergies have had allergic reac-
tions while in school. If those reactions 
are severe, school personnel should be 
ready to effectively manage students 
with known allergies and to be pre-
pared for emergencies. 

In 2004, Congress passed legislation to 
encourage States to allow children 
with known food allergies to bring 
their medication to school; however, 
there are many children who do not 
know that they have a serious food al-
lergy, and they continue to be at risk. 

Currently, less than half of the 
States have legislation concerning the 
stocking of epinephrine in schools. 
Even in these States with legislation, 
there is a broad range of different pro-
visions about who can administer the 
epinephrine. Keeping a stock of nonstu-
dent-specific epinephrine in schools is 
a lifesaving measure and should be im-
plemented nationwide. H.R. 2094, the 
School Access to Emergency Epineph-
rine Act, is an important step to pro-
tect children who do not know that 
they are at risk for anaphylaxis. The 
bill would amend the Public Health 
Service Act to allow a preference in 
awarding asthma grants to States that 
prevent school personnel to administer 
epinephrine to a student in an emer-
gency. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

b 2000 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

(Mr. BUTTERFIELD asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise tonight in support of H.R. 2094, the 
School Access to Emergency Epineph-
rine Act. I am a cosponsor of this bill 
and urge its passage in the House. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill provides incen-
tives for schools to stock the lifesaving 
medicine that is critical for students 
and school staff who experience an 
anaphylactic emergency. Anaphylaxis 
is serious and life threatening. It is 
often caused by bee stinks, bug bites, 
latex, and some medications, and can 
take just a few minutes to cause seri-
ous harm and even death. 

Epinephrine is used to treat the 
symptoms of anaphylaxis and comes in 
the form of an EpiPen that is injected 
into the body and provides almost in-
stant relief. Nearly 30 States across the 
country are working on legislation 
that would permit schools to keep a 
stock of EpiPens that aren’t designated 
for particular individuals but, rather, 
available to students and staff who ex-
perience an allergic reaction that can 
be treated with epinephrine. H.R. 2094 
that we are considering tonight would 
encourage the remaining States to 
work on enacting similar legislation. 

This bill creates a preference in the 
existing Children’s Asthma Treatment 
Grants Program, administered by the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services, for States that meet certain 
requirements that are enumerated in 
the bill. 

Food allergies affect 5.9 million chil-
dren. That’s one in 13. This legislation 
is especially important because about 
25 percent of individuals who are in-
jected with an EpiPen for the first time 
don’t know they have allergies that 
warrant the use of epinephrine. No stu-
dent experiencing a severe allergic re-
action at school should lose their life 
because there was no medicine pre-
scribed to them. 

Mr. Speaker, simply put, the passage 
and enactment of this bill will save the 
lives of countless students across our 
country who live with severe allergies. 
So I want to take a moment to com-
mend the bill’s author, the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER), who has 
worked on this legislation for at least 
3 years, and also Congressman PHIL 
ROE, for their bipartisan work on be-
half of all Americans with allergies. 

At this time, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the Democratic whip, 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER). 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank Dr. BURGESS and Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD for their leadership on 
this bill, but I certainly want to thank 
my friend, Dr. PHIL ROE, who has been 
a delight to work with. It has taken us 
a little bit of time, but we stayed after 
it. We stayed after it because, as Dr. 
BURGESS and Judge BUTTERFIELD have 
observed, this will save lives. This will 
save the lives of children. This will 
save the lives of children who do not 

know that they have an allergy which 
is life threatening. 

I’m the grandfather of an 11-year-old 
little girl. I’ve been with her twice in 
the emergency room when she was but 
an infant and when she was slightly 
older than an infant. I want to tell my 
colleagues a story about my daughter 
who took Alexa to Disney World. 

They were walking down the path-
way, one of the walkways at Disney 
World, and all of a sudden my grand-
daughter started wheezing heavily and 
stated having an allergic reaction. She 
is extraordinarily allergic to peanut 
butter and peanuts. But she’d had no 
peanut butter and she’d had no pea-
nuts. As a matter of fact, this little 
girl is extraordinarily careful about 
what she eats. She comes to my house, 
she makes sure that I read the labels 
and she reads the labels. She brings 
with her her EpiPen in the little case 
that is always with her. 

But as they were walking down that 
pathway, she started to wheeze heav-
ily, and they had no idea why. My 
daughter turned around and retraced a 
few of their steps, and they saw pop-
corn being made—popcorn being made 
with peanut oil. And the mere breath-
ing in of that peanut oil air caused her 
to start wheezing heavily. Now, she 
didn’t have anaphylactic shock at that 
point in time, and she did not need to 
go to an emergency room at that time, 
but it shows how extraordinarily vul-
nerable people can be to these food al-
lergies. 

So I’m very pleased to stand here in 
support of this bill. I’m very pleased to 
stand here as a cosponsor of this legis-
lation with my friend, Dr. ROE from 
Tennessee, and I want to thank him. I 
want to thank him for his work. I want 
to thank him as a doctor and as a 
Member of Congress and as a parent. 
He shared my concern and we worked 
together. 

There were some difficulties to over-
come, but he and I together, working 
together with FRED UPTON—and I want 
to thank FRED UPTON and HENRY WAX-
MAN, the chair and ranking member of 
the committee, as well as Dr. BURGESS 
and Mr. BUTTERFIELD for their help. 
They have both said, and I’m sure Dr. 
ROE will say, this will save lives. It is 
not a mandate, but it is a suggestion. 
It is an urging to make sure that, given 
the fact that we have this lifesaving 
capability, that that capability be de-
ployed and be present so that no child 
will have to die because of a reaction 
to one of these allergies. 

So I thank them again and thank my 
friend for yielding. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. I thank the gen-
tleman for those words, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, Dr. PHIL 
ROE. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank Dr. 
BURGESS, and, Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
urge my colleagues to support the 
School Access to Emergency Epineph-
rine Act. 
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This bill will encourage States and 

schools to take small but meaningful 
steps to protect schoolchildren from 
anaphylaxis, a severe and potentially 
fatal allergic reaction that can be trig-
gered by a food allergy, or even an in-
sect sting. According to Food Allergy 
Research and Education, one in 13 chil-
dren has a food allergy—roughly two in 
every classroom. 

The bipartisan bill I introduced with 
Congressman HOYER—and I want to 
thank Congressman HOYER profusely 
today. His staff and my staff worked 
diligently on this bill to bring it to the 
floor. This bill provides a preference 
for asthma-related grants to States 
that adopt laws to permit properly 
trained school personnel to administer 
epinephrine to a student reasonably be-
lieved to have an anaphylactic reac-
tion. To obtain preference, schools 
would have to maintain a supply of epi-
nephrine and ensure trained personnel 
are present to administer. 

This legislation has been scored by 
the Congressional Budget Office at no 
cost to the taxpayer. Our bill simply 
builds on an existing preference system 
signed into law in 2004 that helped 
make student self-administration of 
epinephrine a reality in 49 States. 

Anaphylaxis, however, is not always 
predictable. An individual—adult or 
child—could have a severe allergic re-
action even with no prior history of a 
food allergy, and I’ve seen this many 
times in my practice. Because anaphy-
laxis can cause deaths in just minutes, 
it is essential that epinephrine, the 
best treatment for anaphylaxis, be 
readily available for treatment. In 
most States, however, schools are not 
required to keep epinephrine stocked 
in case of emergencies. The result is 
needless tragedies, like that of 
Amarria Johnson. 

Amarria was a 7-year-old girl—the 
same age of my granddaughter—who 
lived in Chesterfield County, Virginia. 
On January 2, 2012, she died from car-
diac arrest and anaphylaxis as a result 
of eating a peanut. I had an oppor-
tunity to meet Amarria’s mother, 
Laura Pendleton, at a briefing that Mr. 
HOYER and I hosted on our bill. Her 
story is absolutely heartbreaking. 

As a father and a grandfather, I can’t 
begin to imagine what she had to go 
through. In response to her death, the 
Virginia Legislature passed what has 
become known as ‘‘Amarria’s law,’’ 
which required public schools in the 
State to keep epinephrine on hand. But 
while 28 States have laws allowing 
schools to stock epinephrine, the 
States requiring the same remain in 
the minority. 

A set of two epinephrine autoinjec-
tors costs about $150 and are good for a 
year. With new competition in the 
marketplace to produce what are com-
monly known as EpiPens, I’m con-
fident the price will come down even 
further. The training required to use 
an EpiPen is minimal. School per-
sonnel could be trained by an EMT or 
a school nurse in a brief session. The 

autoinjectors themselves are safe and 
very easy to use. The needle is covered 
by a protective sheath and only comes 
out when the EpiPen is pressed against 
the leg. 

To make sure that teachers and 
other adults working at the school 
don’t have to worry about a lawsuit for 
doing the right thing, our bill requires, 
as a condition of receiving preference 
for asthma-related grants, that the 
State attorney general reviews existing 
civil liability protection laws and cer-
tifies that they provide adequate pro-
tection to the trained school personnel. 

I thank the minority whip, Mr. 
HOYER, who worked tirelessly on this, 
for being an outstanding partner in 
this process. His story with his grand-
daughter is a compelling one. This has 
become a bipartisan process every step 
of the way. 

I would also like to thank Chairman 
UPTON and Mr. WAXMAN and his staff 
for helping advance this proposal. My 
hope is that this bill gives the States a 
little encouragement to ensure that 
what happened to Amarria doesn’t ever 
happen to another child. 

I thank Mr. BUTTERFIELD, and I 
thank Dr. BURGESS for allowing me to 
be here this evening, and I encourage 
my colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
don’t have any other speakers, and 
with that I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, as a 
physician, a parent and grandparent, I 
share the same fears that we have 
heard discussed this evening. I am wor-
ried that schools may not be prepared 
to act quickly in an emergency. I am 
pleased to support this legislation. I 
urge everyone on the floor to vote in 
favor of H.R. 2094. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR-
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 2094. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

COLLECTIBLE COIN PROTECTION 
ACT 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2754) to amend the Hobby Protec-
tion Act to make unlawful the provi-
sion of assistance or support in viola-
tion of that Act, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2754 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Collectible 
Coin Protection Act’’. 

SEC. 2. PROVISION OF ASSISTANCE OR SUPPORT. 
The Hobby Protection Act (15 U.S.C. 2101 et 

seq.) is amended— 
(1) in section 2— 
(A) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘, or the 

sale in commerce’’ after ‘‘distribution in 
commerce’’; 

(B) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (e) and inserting after subsection (c) 
the following: 

‘‘(d) PROVISION OF ASSISTANCE OR SUP-
PORT.—It shall be a violation of subsection 
(a) or (b) for a person to provide substantial 
assistance or support to any manufacturer, 
importer, or seller if that person knows or 
should have known that the manufacturer, 
importer, or seller is engaged in any act or 
practice that violates subsection (a) or (b).’’; 
and 

(C) in subsection (e) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘and (b)’’ and inserting ‘‘(b), and 
(d)’’; 

(2) in section 3— 
(A) by striking ‘‘If any person’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If any person’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘or has an agent’’ and in-

serting ‘‘, has an agent, transacts business, 
or wherever venue is proper under section 
1391 of title 28, United States Code’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) TRADEMARK VIOLATIONS.—If the viola-

tion of section 2 (a) or (b) or a rule under sec-
tion 2(c) also involves unauthorized use of 
registered trademarks belonging to a collect-
ibles certification service, the owner of such 
trademarks shall have, in addition to the 
remedies provided in subsection (a), all 
rights provided under sections 34, 35, and 36 
of the Trademark Act of 1946 (15 U.S.C. 1116, 
1117, and 1118) for violations of such Act.’’; 
and 

(3) in section 7, by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(8) The term ‘collectibles certification 
service’ means a person recognized by collec-
tors for providing independent certification 
that collectible items are genuine. 

‘‘(9) The term ‘Trademark Act of 1946’ 
means the Act entitled ‘An Act to provide 
for the registration and protection of trade-
marks used in commerce, to carry out the 
provisions of certain international conven-
tions, and for other purposes’, approved July 
5, 1946 (15 U.S.C. 1051 et seq.).’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2754, the Collect-

ible Coin Protection Act, is a simple 
bill with a simple purpose: to equip 
honest merchants and collectors as 
well as the Federal Government with 
the tools needed to fight a new wave of 
counterfeit coins and currency. 

In recent years, the United States 
Government has taken extraordinary 
steps to make it difficult to counterfeit 
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U.S. currency. Think how the $20 bill 
and other denominations have been re-
designed over the last decade. As new 
bills become more difficult to counter-
feit, some criminals have turned to 
counterfeiting rare specimens of older 
currency, which have none of the secu-
rity features that we now recognize. 
Others have invested in counterfeiting 
rare coins. Some people have gone to 
great lengths to create realistic fakes— 
using modern design software and 3–D 
laser printers to make extremely close 
replicas, and even purchasing the old 
equipment used by the mint to strike 
the original coins. 

As you might have guessed, most of 
the counterfeits are coming from 
China—where else? 

The criminals have also cleverly 
taken advantage of the certification 
system used by collectors to assure au-
thenticity, and they’ve turned it on its 
head. 

Grading services, also called collect-
ibles certification services, evaluate 
the authenticity and condition of a 
rare coin and then put it into a special 
holder called a slab, encapsulating it 
together with a description of the coin 
and its condition. The slab is designed 
to protect the coin, but it also protects 
the integrity of the grading. If the slab 
is tampered with, the grading is voided. 

Some counterfeiters have now real-
ized they can counterfeit the slab and 
the certificate as well. This has the ad-
vantage of making it harder to exam-
ine the coin since dealers are reluctant 
to break open the slab to examine the 
coin more closely unless they are abso-
lutely certain that it is a fake. 

b 2015 
H.R. 2754, the Collectible Coin Pro-

tection Act, amends the Hobby Protec-
tion Act to deal with these new prob-
lems. Under existing law, it is unlawful 
to make in the United States or to im-
port into the United States an imita-
tion coin or other numismatic item un-
less it is plainly and permanently 
marked with the word ‘‘copy.’’ 

The Federal Trade Commission has 
the authority to enforce the Act, and 
there is also a provision allowing pri-
vate individuals to enjoin violations or 
to recover damages for violations that 
affect them. 

H.R. 2754 extends the current law in 
three ways. It makes it unlawful to 
sell, as well as manufacture or import, 
the counterfeit coin that is not marked 
with the word ‘‘copy.’’ 

Second, the bill makes it unlawful to 
provide substantial support or assist-
ance to a manufacturer, importer or 
seller if the person providing assistance 
knows or should have known that the 
manufacturer, importer or seller is en-
gaged in any act or practice that vio-
lates the Hobby Protection Act. 

Third, the bill provides additional 
remedies for violations that involve 
unauthorized use of registered trade-
marks belonging to a grading service. 
The additional remedies are the same 
that are usually provided for under the 
Trademark Act. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill has no cost to 
the taxpayer. It should deter some of 
the counterfeiting practices that are 
now rampant in the marketplace and 
provide additional tools to deal with 
unrepentant dealers who go ahead with 
their schemes to defraud consumers. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

(Mr. BUTTERFIELD asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight in support 
of H.R. 2754, the Collectible Coin Pro-
tection Act. I introduced this bill with 
the bipartisan support of Energy and 
Commerce full committee Ranking 
Member Mr. HENRY WAXMAN and Com-
merce, Manufacturing and Trade Sub-
committee Chairman Mr. LEE TERRY, 
as well as three other colleagues, be-
cause the manufacture and sale of 
counterfeit coins is rapidly increasing 
across the country. 

Manufacturing and selling imitation 
coins is a little-known black market 
industry here in the United States. 
With the invention of 3–D printers, 
anyone with a computer can now cre-
ate a fake coin with relative ease that, 
for all intents and purposes, appears 
genuine in size and in color and in 
weight. 

Unloading these imitation coins off 
on unsuspecting collectors has become 
big business and cuts to the very core 
of our ability to control and regulate 
the currency. By the time the collector 
realizes that he has been scammed, it 
is absolutely too late. 

Current law, Mr. Speaker, makes it 
illegal to manufacture or import imita-
tion coins meant for sale unless that 
coin is plainly and permanently 
marked with the word ‘‘copy.’’ Mr. 
BURGESS made reference to that a mo-
ment ago. 

My bill would extend current law and 
make it illegal to sell an imitation 
coin that is not conspicuously marked 
with the word ‘‘copy.’’ 

My bill would also make it unlawful 
for an individual to provide substantial 
support or assistance to anyone who 
manufactures or imports or sells coun-
terfeit imitation coins in violation of 
the law. 

And this bill would also extend trade-
mark infringement protections avail-
able under the Trademark Act of 1946 
for unauthorized use of a registered 
trademark in connection with an un-
lawful sale or other violation involving 
an imitation coin. 

Mr. Speaker, my constituents in 
North Carolina and Americans across 
the country deserve to have the peace 
of mind to know that they will receive 
what they believe they are purchasing. 

Individuals who sell fake products 
have a real and significant impact on 
our economy. The manufacture and 
sale of counterfeit imitation currency 
cannot be permitted to continue. 

I’m confident my bill will provide 
greater protection for our Nation’s cur-
rency and for those who collect it. 

And so I thank Mr. BURGESS, and I 
thank all of my colleagues. I ask my 
colleagues to support this piece of leg-
islation and vote ‘‘aye.’’ 

Again, I ask my colleagues to look at 
this and work with us, and let’s get it 
passed and let’s stop this black market 
that’s emerging in our country. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I urge 

my colleagues to vote ‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 
2754. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR-
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 2754. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

REAUTHORIZATION OF NATIONAL 
WILDLIFE REFUGE SYSTEM PRO-
GRAMS 
Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 

to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1300) to amend the Fish and Wild-
life Act of 1956 to reauthorize the vol-
unteer programs and community part-
nerships for the benefit of national 
wildlife refuges, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1300 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. REAUTHORIZATION OF NATIONAL 

WILDLIFE REFUGE SYSTEM VOLUN-
TEER, COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIP, 
AND EDUCATION PROGRAMS. 

Section 7(g) of the Fish and Wildlife Act of 
1956 (16 U.S.C. 742f(g)) is amended by striking 
‘‘2011 through 2014’’ and inserting ‘‘2015 
through 2017’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. RUNYAN) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include any ex-
traneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RUNYAN. I yield myself as much 

time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 

of the legislation that I have, H.R. 1300, 
which would reauthorize the volunteer 
programs and community partnerships 
at National Wildlife Refuges from FY15 
to FY17. 

Volunteers are the backbone of our 
National Wildlife Refuge system. In 
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fact, in FY12, volunteers contributed 
1,594,246 hours of work at the wildlife 
refuges across the country. The value 
of this work, estimated at $21.79 per 
hour, has an overall value contribution 
to FY12 estimated to be over $34 mil-
lion. 

With this annual authorized appro-
priation of just $2 million, we have re-
ceived a value of return on investment 
of over 17 times. This kind of return on 
investment sets an example of how to 
effectively leverage a limited govern-
ment investment. 

The simple fact of the matter is that 
refuges cannot remain open without 
the contribution of volunteers and 
community groups. Volunteers cur-
rently contribute more than 20 percent 
of all refuge work, an equivalent to 766 
full-time employees. 

Volunteers have also allowed visitors 
centers to remain open during seques-
tration. As a result of volunteer work, 
the Fish and Wildlife Service has re-
cently stated, ‘‘There are no immediate 
plans to close volunteer and education 
centers for sustained periods of time 
because of sequestration.’’ 

My home district in New Jersey is 
home to the Edwin B. Forsythe Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge, which benefits 
from one of the best community volun-
teer programs in the country, The 
Friends of Forsythe. I have seen first-
hand the invaluable contribution these 
volunteers make at Forsythe, and 
know that the refuge cannot continue 
to operate without the contributions of 
these volunteers. 

I urge passage of H.R. 1300. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

(Mr. BUTTERFIELD asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to join Mr. RUN-
YAN in support of H.R. 1300, a bill that 
will reauthorize volunteer and commu-
nity partnerships for the National 
Wildlife Refuge System. 

The National Wildlife Refuge System 
is an incredible asset to our country. In 
addition to protecting habitat that is 
essential to the survival of many bird 
and mammal and fish species, the sys-
tem provides recreational opportuni-
ties that translate into jobs for Ameri-
cans. 

The 45 million people who visit a 
wildlife refuge each year to hunt and to 
fish and paddle, or simply watch wild-
life, generate $1.7 billion in sales for 
local economies. They support more 
than 34,000 jobs and contribute $185 
million in much-needed tax revenue. 

My State of North Carolina has 10 
National Wildlife Refuges, and there 
are 516 of them across the country. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1300 would reau-
thorize valuable volunteer and commu-
nity partnership programs that benefit 
the refuge system. 

Sequestration has tightened even 
more the scarce resources we have to 

keep the National Wildlife Refuge Sys-
tem open and operational. The system 
depends on refuge volunteers, and we 
thank those volunteers, 56,000 of them, 
in fact, who contributed more than 2.15 
million hours, valued at almost $47 
million in just 2012 alone. Generations 
of Americans would not be able to 
enjoy these national treasures if not 
for gracious volunteers. 

Therefore, I commend my colleague, 
Mr. RUNYAN of New Jersey, for his 
work on this bill. I thank him for his 
work on the Natural Resources Com-
mittee, even thank him for his work on 
the Veterans’ Affairs Committee, and 
for all that he does in introducing H.R. 
1300, along with Natural Resources 
Committee Ranking Member SABLAN. 

I strongly support this legislation 
and urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I have no more speak-
ers, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman, and with that, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
RUNYAN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1300, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2014—Continued 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 312 and rule XVIII, the Chair de-
clares the House in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of 
the bill, H.R. 2610. 

Will the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. WOODALL) kindly resume the 
chair. 

b 2028 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2610) making appropriations for the De-
partments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2014, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. WOODALL (Acting 
Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
a request for a recorded vote on an 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) had 
been postponed, and the bill had been 
read through page 50, line 6. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 

TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

SEC. 160. The limitations on obligations for 
the programs of the Federal Transit Admin-
istration shall not apply to any authority 
under 49 U.S.C. 5338, previously made avail-
able for obligation, or to any other authority 
previously made available for obligation. 

SEC. 161. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds appropriated or limited by 
this Act under the Federal Transit Adminis-
tration’s discretionary program appropria-
tions headings for projects specified in this 
Act or identified in reports accompanying 
this Act not obligated by September 30, 2015, 
and other recoveries, shall be directed to 
projects eligible to use the funds for the pur-
poses for which they were originally pro-
vided. 

SEC. 162. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any funds appropriated before 
October 1, 2012, under any section of chapter 
53 of title 49, United States Code, that re-
main available for expenditure, may be 
transferred to and administered under the 
most recent appropriation heading for any 
such section. 

SEC. 163. Of the funds made available for 
the discretionary bus and bus facilities pro-
gram under 49 U.S.C. 5309 in fiscal years 1999 
through 2007, 2009 and 2010, $88,047,709 shall be 
rescinded: Provided, That of the funds made 
available to carry out new fixed guideways 
and extensions to existing fixed guideways 
under 49 U.S.C. 5309 in fiscal years 1998 
through 2000 and 2005 through 2006, $38,290,300 
shall be rescinded: Provided further, That of 
the funds made available for the alternatives 
analysis program under 49 U.S.C. 5339 in fis-
cal year 2012, $25,000,000 shall be rescinded. 

SEC. 164. For purposes of applying the 
project justification and local financial com-
mitment criteria of 49 U.S.C. 5309(d) to a New 
Starts project, the Secretary may consider 
the costs and ridership of any connected 
project in an instance in which private par-
ties are making significant financial con-
tributions to the construction of the con-
nected project; additionally, the Secretary 
may consider the significant financial con-
tributions of private parties to the connected 
project in calculating the non-Federal share 
of net capital project costs for the New 
Starts project. 

SEC. 165. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds made available 
in this Act shall be used to enter into a full 
funding grant agreement for a project with a 
New Starts share greater than 50 percent. 

SEC. 166. None of the funds in this Act may 
be available to advance in any way a new 
fixed guideway capital project towards a full 
funding grant agreement as defined by 49 
U.S.C. 5309 for the Metropolitan Transit Au-
thority of Harris County, Texas if the pro-
posed capital project is constructed on or 
planned to be constructed on Richmond Ave-
nue west of South Shepherd Drive or on Post 
Oak Boulevard north of Richmond Avenue in 
Houston, Texas. 

b 2030 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I wish to enter 
into a colloquy with the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON). 

Houston is the fourth most populous 
city in the country; but unlike other 
large cities, we have struggled to have 
an effective mass transit system. Ten 
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years ago, Houston had only buses. 
Wider highways were always the solu-
tion for transportation. 

Over the past decade, Houston has 
but one light rail that averages 36,000 
weekly boardings. I have never been a 
strong champion of light rail; but my 
congressional district includes a sig-
nificant portion of the proposed rail 
line in section 166, the University rail 
line, which would go from downtown 
Houston toward the Hillcroft Transit 
Center. 

A majority of my constituents in the 
affected area that would be served sup-
port the light rail. I am concerned 
about section 166 of the bill that would 
prohibit Federal funds from going to-
ward a part of the University line that 
falls in the neighboring 7th Congres-
sional District, Mr. CULBERSON’s dis-
trict. This language, although affecting 
his district primarily, indirectly af-
fects my constituents because it has 
the effect of killing the whole project. 
Federal funds are needed to build the 
University line in Houston. 

To be clear, section 166 really doesn’t 
save any Federal money. It just sends 
those funds somewhere else—maybe to 
New York City. If we’re going to spend 
the money, let’s keep the money in 
Texas and put Texans to work. 

I’ve recently surveyed the constitu-
ents who live in the affected area in my 
congressional district. My office went 
door-to-door meeting with local busi-
nesses over the last few days, speaking 
with organizations and talking to con-
stituents. Those in the affected area 
want light rail. On Facebook alone in 
the last 2 days, 604 people supported 
light rail and 340 opposed it. 

One Houstonian commented: 
Houston needs a viable east-west transit 

corridor to connect to the Main Street line. 
As a 23-year-old young Houstonian, I strong-
ly support the Richmond rail and project for 
Houston’s future. 

At least 26 community and civic or-
ganizations support the University 
line. 

At this time I will yield to the gen-
tleman sponsoring section 166 in the 
bill, Mr. CULBERSON, for a colloquy. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, Judge 
POE. 

Of course, I will continue to work 
with you and the committee, as I al-
ways have. I’ll continue to support the 
will of the voters, as I have always sup-
ported Federal funding for those rail 
lines. It’s been approved by the voters. 
And I look forward to continuing to 
work with you and my colleagues with 
the eastern area, as I have with Con-
gressmen GENE GREEN and SHEILA 
JACKSON LEE, to support those lines in 
their districts that were on the ballot 
and were approved by voters. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I understand the 
gentleman’s position and the concerns 
from my colleague and his constituents 
who really don’t want the rail in your 
congressional district. I respect that 
representation. The gentleman under-
stands that we have a disagreement as 
to what constituents want in the af-

fected area. Your constituents don’t 
want the rail. That small section in 
mine do want the rail. I hope we can 
work together with Metro productively 
to get something built that is in the in-
terest of all concerned. 

I yield back to the gentleman. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you. I look 

forward to working with the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the gen-
tleman for his offer to work together. I 
certainly respect his position. It’s my 
hope we can move forward and work 
productively and not block Federal 
funds that are coming to the Houston 
area that would go somewhere else. 
Let’s work together with Metro, the 
City of Houston, the mayor’s office, 
and the residents along the entire pro-
posed line and see if we can find a solu-
tion that we all agree on, and hopefully 
we can keep this money in Texas. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
SUPPORT FOR UNIVERSITY RAIL LINE 

Greater Houston Partnership; Houston 
Citizen’s Transportation Coalition; Houston 
Tomorrow; Richmond Rail.org; Montrose 
Management District; Claude Wynn Inter-
ests; Museum District Business Alliance; 
Neartown/Montrose Super Neighborhood; 
East Montrose Civic Association; 
Cherryhurst Civic Association; Board of Di-
rectors of the University Place Association; 
University Place Super Neighborhood Coun-
cil; and Boulevard Oaks Civic Association. 

Morningside Place Civic Association; Old 
Braeswood Property Owners Associations; 
Southgate Civic Club; Southampton Civic 
Club; Museum Area Municipal Association; 
Rice Village Alliance; Brays Bayou Associa-
tion; Greater Houston Preservation Alliance; 
Uptown Management District; Menil Foun-
dation; Museum of Fine Arts Houston; 
Friends of Mandell Park; and Former City 
Councilman Peter Brown, Director of 
BetterHouston. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT 

CORPORATION 
The Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 

Corporation is hereby authorized to make 
such expenditures, within the limits of funds 
and borrowing authority available to the 
Corporation, and in accord with law, and to 
make such contracts and commitments with-
out regard to fiscal year limitations as pro-
vided by section 104 of the Government Cor-
poration Control Act, as amended, as may be 
necessary in carrying out the programs set 
forth in the Corporation’s budget for the cur-
rent fiscal year. 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
(HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses to conduct the op-
erations, maintenance, and capital asset re-
newal activities of those portions of the St. 
Lawrence Seaway owned, operated, and 
maintained by the Saint Lawrence Seaway 
Development Corporation, $30,582,000, to be 
derived from the Harbor Maintenance Trust 
Fund, pursuant to Public Law 99–662. 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to maintain and 
preserve a U.S.-flag merchant fleet to serve 
the national security needs of the United 
States, $174,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

OPERATIONS AND TRAINING 
For necessary expenses of operations and 

training activities authorized by law, 

$143,768,000, of which $11,500,000 shall remain 
available until expended for maintenance 
and repair of training ships at State Mari-
time Academies, and of which $2,400,000 shall 
remain available through September 30, 2015 
for Student Incentive Program payments at 
State Maritime Academies, and of which 
$10,000,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended for facilities maintenance and repair, 
equipment, and capital improvements at the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy: 
Provided, That amounts apportioned for the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy 
shall be available only upon allotments 
made personally by the Secretary of Trans-
portation or the Assistant Secretary for 
Budget and Programs: Provided further, That 
the Superintendent, Deputy Superintendent 
and the Director of the Office of Resource 
Management of the United State Merchant 
Marine Academy may not be allotment hold-
ers for the United States Merchant Marine 
Academy, and the Administrator of the Mar-
itime Administration shall hold all allot-
ments made by the Secretary of Transpor-
tation or the Assistant Secretary for Budget 
and Programs under the previous proviso: 
Provided further, That 50 percent of the fund-
ing made available for the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy under this head-
ing shall be available only after the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Super-
intendent and the Maritime Administrator, 
completes a plan detailing by program or ac-
tivity how such funding will be expended at 
the Academy, and this plan is submitted to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations. 

SHIP DISPOSAL 
For necessary expenses related to the dis-

posal of obsolete vessels in the National De-
fense Reserve Fleet of the Maritime Admin-
istration, $4,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

MARITIME GUARANTEED LOAN (TITLE XI) 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary administrative expenses of 

the maritime guaranteed loan program, 
$2,655,000 shall be paid to the appropriation 
for ‘‘Operations and Training’’, Maritime Ad-
ministration. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—MARITIME 
ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 170. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, the Maritime Administra-
tion is authorized to furnish utilities and 
services and make necessary repairs in con-
nection with any lease, contract, or occu-
pancy involving Government property under 
control of the Maritime Administration: Pro-
vided, That payments received therefor shall 
be credited to the appropriation charged 
with the cost thereof and shall be available 
until expended: Provided further, That rental 
payments under any such lease, contract, or 
occupancy for items other than such utili-
ties, services, or repairs shall be covered into 
the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 

SEC. 171. None of the funds available or ap-
propriated in this Act shall be used by the 
United States Department of Transportation 
or the United States Maritime Administra-
tion to negotiate or otherwise execute, enter 
into, facilitate or perform fee-for-service 
contracts for vessel disposal, scrapping or re-
cycling, unless there is no qualified domestic 
ship recycler that will pay any sum of money 
to purchase and scrap or recycle a vessel 
owned, operated or managed by the Maritime 
Administration or that is part of the Na-
tional Defense Reserve Fleet. Such sales of-
fers must be consistent with the solicitation 
and provide that the work will be performed 
in a timely manner at a facility qualified 
within the meaning of section 3502 of Public 
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Law 106–398. Nothing contained herein shall 
affect the Maritime Administration’s au-
thority to award contracts at least cost to 
the Federal Government and consistent with 
the requirements of 16 U.S.C. 5405(c), section 
3502, or otherwise authorized under the Fed-
eral Acquisition Regulation. 
PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 

ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONAL EXPENSES 
(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary operational expenses of the 

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $21,167,000, of which $639,000 
shall be derived from the Pipeline Safety 
Fund: Provided, That $1,000,000 shall be trans-
ferred to ‘‘Pipeline Safety’’ in order to fund 
‘‘Pipeline Safety Information Grants to 
Communities’’ as authorized under section 
60130 of title 49, United States Code. 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 
For expenses necessary to discharge the 

hazardous materials safety functions of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $42,762,000, of which $1,725,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2016: Provided, That up to $800,000 in fees col-
lected under 49 U.S.C. 5108(g) shall be depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury as 
offsetting receipts: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation, 
to be available until expended, funds re-
ceived from States, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources 
for expenses incurred for training, for re-
ports publication and dissemination, and for 
travel expenses incurred in performance of 
hazardous materials exemptions and approv-
als functions. 

PIPELINE SAFETY 
(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 

(OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND) 
(PIPELINE SAFETY DESIGN REVIEW FUND) 

For expenses necessary to conduct the 
functions of the pipeline safety program, for 
grants-in-aid to carry out a pipeline safety 
program, as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 60107, 
and to discharge the pipeline program re-
sponsibilities of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, 
$111,252,000, of which $18,573,000 shall be de-
rived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund 
and shall remain available until September 
30, 2016; and of which $90,679,000 shall be de-
rived from the Pipeline Safety Fund, of 
which $52,000,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2016; and of which $2,000,000, to 
remain available until expended, shall be de-
rived from the Pipeline Safety Design Re-
view Fund, as authorized in 49 U.S.C. 
60117(n): Provided, That not less than 
$1,058,000 of the funds provided under this 
heading shall be for the One-Call state grant 
program. 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS GRANTS 
(EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FUND) 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5128(b), $188,000, to be derived from the 
Emergency Preparedness Fund, to remain 
available until September 30, 2015: Provided, 
That not more than $28,318,000 shall be made 
available for obligation in fiscal year 2014 
from amounts made available by 49 U.S.C. 
5116(i) and 5128(b)–(c): Provided further, That 
none of the funds made available by 49 U.S.C. 
5116(i), 5128(b), or 5128(c) shall be made avail-
able for obligation by individuals other than 
the Secretary of Transportation, or his des-
ignee. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Inspector General to carry out the provisions 

of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as 
amended, $79,624,000: Provided, That the In-
spector General shall have all necessary au-
thority, in carrying out the duties specified 
in the Inspector General Act, as amended (5 
U.S.C. App. 3), to investigate allegations of 
fraud, including false statements to the gov-
ernment (18 U.S.C. 1001), by any person or en-
tity that is subject to regulation by the De-
partment: Provided further, That the funds 
made available under this heading may be 
used to investigate, pursuant to section 41712 
of title 49, United States Code: (1) unfair or 
deceptive practices and unfair methods of 
competition by domestic and foreign air car-
riers and ticket agents; and (2) the compli-
ance of domestic and foreign air carriers 
with respect to item (1) of this proviso: Pro-
vided further, That: (1) the Inspector General 
shall have the authority to audit and inves-
tigate the Metropolitan Washington Airports 
Authority (MWAA); (2) in carrying out these 
audits and investigations the Inspector Gen-
eral shall have all the authorities described 
under section 6 of the Inspector General Act 
(5 U.S.C. App.); (3) MWAA Board Members, 
employees, contractors, and subcontractors 
shall cooperate and comply with requests 
from the Inspector General, including pro-
viding testimony and other information; (4) 
The Inspector General shall be permitted to 
observe closed executive sessions of the 
MWAA Board of Directors; (5) MWAA shall 
pay the expenses of the Inspector General, 
including staff salaries and benefits and as-
sociated operating costs, which shall be cred-
ited to this appropriation and remain avail-
able until expended; and (6) if MWAA fails to 
make funds available to the Inspector Gen-
eral within 30 days after a request for such 
funds is received, then the Inspector General 
shall notify the Secretary of Transportation 
who shall not approve a grant for MWAA 
under section 47107(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, until such funding is made 
available for the Inspector General. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Surface 
Transportation Board, including services au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $29,310,000: Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not to exceed $1,250,000 from fees estab-
lished by the Chairman of the Surface Trans-
portation Board shall be credited to this ap-
propriation as offsetting collections and used 
for necessary and authorized expenses under 
this heading: Provided further, That the sum 
herein appropriated from the general fund 
shall be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar basis 
as such offsetting collections are received 
during fiscal year 2014, to result in a final ap-
propriation from the general fund estimated 
at no more than $28,060,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 180. During the current fiscal year, ap-
plicable appropriations to the Department of 
Transportation shall be available for mainte-
nance and operation of aircraft; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; purchase 
of liability insurance for motor vehicles op-
erating in foreign countries on official de-
partment business; and uniforms or allow-
ances therefor, as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 
5901–5902). 

SEC. 181. Appropriations contained in this 
Act for the Department of Transportation 
shall be available for services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for individuals 
not to exceed the per diem rate equivalent to 
the rate for an Executive Level IV. 

SEC. 182. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of 
more than 110 political and Presidential ap-
pointees in the Department of Transpor-

tation: Provided, That none of the personnel 
covered by this provision may be assigned on 
temporary detail outside the Department of 
Transportation. 

SEC. 183. (a) No recipient of funds made 
available in this Act shall disseminate per-
sonal information (as defined in 18 U.S.C. 
2725(3)) obtained by a State department of 
motor vehicles in connection with a motor 
vehicle record as defined in 18 U.S.C. 2725(1), 
except as provided in 18 U.S.C. 2721 for a use 
permitted under 18 U.S.C. 2721. 

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall not withhold funds provided 
in this Act for any grantee if a State is in 
noncompliance with this provision. 

SEC. 184. Funds received by the Federal 
Highway Administration, Federal Transit 
Administration, and Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration from States, counties, munici-
palities, other public authorities, and private 
sources for expenses incurred for training 
may be credited respectively to the Federal 
Highway Administration’s ‘‘Federal-Aid 
Highways’’ account, the Federal Transit Ad-
ministration’s ‘‘Research and University Re-
search Centers’’ account, and to the Federal 
Railroad Administration’s ‘‘Safety and Oper-
ations’’ account, except for State rail safety 
inspectors participating in training pursuant 
to 49 U.S.C. 20105. 

SEC. 185. None of the funds in this Act to 
the Department of Transportation may be 
used to make a grant unless the Secretary of 
Transportation notifies the House and Sen-
ate Committees on Appropriations not less 
than 3 full business days before any project 
competitively selected to receive a discre-
tionary grant award, any discretionary grant 
award, letter of intent, or full funding grant 
agreement totaling $500,000 or more is an-
nounced by the department or its modal ad-
ministrations from: 

(1) any discretionary grant program of the 
Federal Highway Administration including 
the emergency relief program; 

(2) the airport improvement program of the 
Federal Aviation Administration; 

(3) any program of the Federal Railroad 
Administration; or 

(4) any program of the Federal Transit Ad-
ministration other than the formula grants 
and fixed guideway modernization programs: 
Provided, That the Secretary gives concur-
rent notification to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations for any 
‘‘quick release’’ of funds from the emergency 
relief program: Provided further, That no no-
tification shall involve funds that are not 
available for obligation. 

SEC. 186. Rebates, refunds, incentive pay-
ments, minor fees and other funds received 
by the Department of Transportation from 
travel management centers, charge card pro-
grams, the subleasing of building space, and 
miscellaneous sources are to be credited to 
appropriations of the Department of Trans-
portation and allocated to elements of the 
Department of Transportation using fair and 
equitable criteria and such funds shall be 
available until expended. 

SEC. 187. Amounts made available in this 
or any other Act that the Secretary deter-
mines represent improper payments by the 
Department of Transportation to a third- 
party contractor under a financial assistance 
award, which are recovered pursuant to law, 
shall be available— 

(1) to reimburse the actual expenses in-
curred by the Department of Transportation 
in recovering improper payments; and 

(2) to pay contractors for services provided 
in recovering improper payments or con-
tractor support in the implementation of the 
Improper Payments Information Act of 2002: 
Provided, That amounts in excess of that re-
quired for paragraphs (1) and (2)— 

(A) shall be credited to and merged with 
the appropriation from which the improper 
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payments were made, and shall be available 
for the purposes and period for which such 
appropriations are available; or 

(B) if no such appropriation remains avail-
able, shall be deposited in the Treasury as 
miscellaneous receipts: Provided further, 
That prior to the transfer of any such recov-
ery to an appropriations account, the Sec-
retary shall notify the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations of the 
amount and reasons for such transfer: Pro-
vided further, That for purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘improper payments’’, has the 
same meaning as that provided in section 
2(d)(2) of Public Law 107–300. 

SEC. 188. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, if any funds provided in or lim-
ited by this Act are subject to a reprogram-
ming action that requires notice to be pro-
vided to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, said reprogramming ac-
tion shall be approved or denied solely by the 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided, 
That the Secretary may provide notice to 
other congressional committees of the ac-
tion of the Committees on Appropriations on 
such reprogramming but not sooner than 30 
days following the date on which the re-
programming action has been approved or 
denied by the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations. 

SEC. 189. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this Act may 
be used by the Surface Transportation Board 
of the Department of Transportation to 
charge or collect any filing fee for rate com-
plaints filed with the Board in an amount in 
excess of the amount authorized for district 
court civil suit filing fees under section 1914 
of title 28, United States Code. 

SEC. 190. Funds appropriated in this Act to 
the modal administrations may be obligated 
for the Office of the Secretary for the costs 
related to assessments or reimbursable 
agreements only when such amounts are for 
the costs of goods and services that are pur-
chased to provide a direct benefit to the ap-
plicable modal administration or adminis-
trations. 

SEC. 191. The Secretary of Transportation 
is authorized to carry out a program that es-
tablishes uniform standards for developing 
and supporting agency transit pass and tran-
sit benefits authorized under section 7905 of 
title 5, United States Code, including dis-
tribution of transit benefits by various paper 
and electronic media. 

SEC. 192. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for the California 
High-Speed Rail Program of the California 
High-Speed Rail Authority. 

SEC. 193. (a) Unobligated balances of funds 
made available for section 1307(d) of Public 
Law 109–59 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

(b) For an additional amount to be made 
available on September 30, 2014 from savings 
made available from subsection (a), the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall make grants 
for grade crossing safety as described in sec-
tion 148(a)(4)(B)(vi) of title 23, United States 
Code, and corridor planning improvements as 
described in section 26101(b) of title 49, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 194. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used by the Surface 
Transportation Board to take any actions 
with respect to construction of a high-speed 
rail project in California unless the Board 
has jurisdiction over the entire project and 
the permit is or was issued by the Board with 
respect to the project in its entirety. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Transportation Appropriations Act, 2014’’. 

TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

EXECUTIVE OFFICES 
For necessary salaries and expenses for Ex-

ecutive Offices, which shall be comprised of 
the offices of the Secretary, Deputy Sec-
retary, Hearings and Appeals, Congressional 
and Intergovernmental Relations, Public Af-
fairs, and Center for Faith-Based and Com-
munity Initiatives, $12,000,000, of which 
$500,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2015: Provided, That not to exceed 
$25,000 of the amount made available under 
this heading shall be available to the Sec-
retary for official reception and representa-
tion expenses as the Secretary may deter-
mine. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. CASTOR OF 
FLORIDA 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 68, line 11, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 68, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 69, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, my amendment moves $3 million 
from the executive offices of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, including the Deputy Sec-
retary’s office, to the Office of Field 
Policy and Management, for a very 
good reason. The leadership at the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment has failed my neighbors in 
Florida under its unsubstantiated plan 
to remove the on-the-ground, commu-
nity-based personnel from our local 
communities and transfer these posi-
tions to a single bureaucratic behe-
moth. 

On September 30 of this year, HUD 
executives plan to move our local com-
munity-based HUD professionals to 
other offices hundreds of miles away. 
Yet the housing and homeless chal-
lenges in my community will remain. 
Mr. Chairman, Congress was not con-
sulted on HUD’s plan. After HUD’s plan 
was leaked, a number of Members of 
Congress inquired. 

So what is HUD’s plan? The Deputy 
Secretary said HUD plans to remove its 
representatives from the Tampa Bay 
and Orlando areas, a region of over 6 
million Americans, larger than 30 
States, and from other communities 
across the country. I asked HUD’s Dep-
uty Secretary, Is this a cost-saving 
measure? He said, No. I asked HUD’s 
Deputy Secretary, Have you done a 
workforce analysis so that the HUD 
workforce is devoted to the areas that 
need help and the appropriate places at 
the appropriate numbers? No. 

HUD executives have failed to pro-
vide any reasonable justification to 
Congress regarding the closing of 16 
field offices, including two in Florida. 

Mr. Chairman, I suggest it is not ap-
propriate to concentrate HUD per-

sonnel in offices hundreds of miles 
away from where they’re needed. HUD 
is just asking for higher travel costs 
and an agency that will be more dis-
connected from communities. 

Today, my amendment cuts the exec-
utive office budget of HUD by 25 per-
cent and moves those dollars away 
from Washington and back to the Of-
fice of Field Policy and Management to 
restore some of the HUD field offices 
that are being shuttered in 2 months. 
In moving the dollars out of Wash-
ington, my intent is to directly help 
our homeless veterans and those on the 
ground working for multifamily hous-
ing, Choice Neighborhoods grants, 
neighborhood stabilization, Hardest 
Hit, housing counseling, and more. 

My State and local communities can-
not be served effectively under HUD’s 
plan to stovepipe its personnel hun-
dreds of miles away. Florida has a pop-
ulation of 19 million, and 1.5 million 
veterans live in Florida, of which about 
8,000 are homeless. We have 57,000 peo-
ple in Florida that are battling home-
lessness and our foreclosure rate is still 
too high. Over the last year, Florida 
has had the most homes—over 103,000— 
foreclosed upon. California is a distant 
second. Nearly 9 percent of all Florida 
homes with mortgages were in some 
stage of foreclosure. 

Communities throughout Tampa Bay 
have been hit hard by the housing cri-
sis, and the reliable and informed HUD 
professionals in the Tampa Bay field 
office have been on the ground helping 
our neighbors daily. Earlier this year, 
more than 5,000 notices of mortgage de-
fault, foreclosure auction, or reposses-
sion were sent across Tampa Bay. Flor-
ida continues to have a very high fore-
closure rate—and Tampa is no excep-
tion. 

HUD professionals in my community 
have been there to help. They have 
helped us weather the economic crisis. 
The Tampa Bay HUD office has been 
critical for many of my neighbors and 
for community-based nonprofits work-
ing to solve the housing and homeless 
problems. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment sim-
ply says that bureaucrats in Wash-
ington will have a little bit less to en-
sure that our communities, including 
my home of Tampa, Orlando, and other 
communities across the country, have 
the professionals in the field that we 
need to help our neighbors, our vet-
erans, and others with housing chal-
lenges. 

I would like to thank my colleagues, 
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. GRAYSON, 
Ms. MATSUI, Mr. MCNERNEY, and Mr. 
COSTA for joining me in cosponsoring 
this amendment. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the Castor 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

b 2045 
Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 
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Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise in support of the amendment by 
my colleague from Florida (Ms. CAS-
TOR), and I want to thank Ms. CASTOR 
for working on this amendment. 

The housing crisis has hit countless 
districts across the country—Florida, 
California, and other States—but espe-
cially including my own district. 

I represent some of the hardest hit 
areas in the United States of America, 
including the San Joaquin Valley. Al-
though the housing sector has im-
proved in recent months, there is still 
much work to be done. We must ensure 
hardworking individuals and families 
have the best information possible 
when making important life decisions, 
and HUD field offices and officers play 
a critical role in this process. 

Whether it’s through foreclosure as-
sistance or for first-time homebuyers, 
HUD help is needed. Unfortunately, 
HUD wants to close various offices 
throughout the country. We must focus 
on providing HUD with the appropriate 
resources to adequately assist areas 
like the San Joaquin Valley that have 
been disproportionately affected by the 
housing crisis. Reducing access to serv-
ices is not the answer. 

Mr. Chairman, we’ve held countless 
foreclosure summits and workshops in 
our district. I’ve seen individuals in 
front of me that are losing their 
homes—young men, young women— 
tears in their eyes. They’re getting ex-
cellent information from the HUD serv-
ice officers, and to take that resource 
away from these individuals is a trav-
esty. This commonsense amendment by 
my colleague from Florida aims to ad-
dress this issue by removing 25 percent 
from HUD’s executive account and 
moving it toward the field offices and 
policy management account. I know 
that the people in my district need and 
deserve these services. Ensuring HUD 
has the funding to keep offices open is 
a step in the right direction. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, first of all, I want to thank the 
gentlelady for bringing this issue to 
our attention. I know it not only af-
fects her district, but others across the 
country. 

I have to tell you that other Mem-
bers have come to me, and their great 
concern is that in many cases the 
stakeholders at the local offices where 
there will be closure have not been con-
sulted or have not had adequate input 
into the negative effects that the clo-
sures will have. So for this reason, Mr. 
Chairman, I support my colleague’s 
amendment and I support the gentle-
lady, and I ask for an ‘‘aye’’ vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. CASTOR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT OFFICES 

For necessary salaries and expenses for ad-
ministration, management and operations of 
offices of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, $479,000,000, of which 
$5,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2015: Provided, That $1,000,000 shall 
be available for claims and indemnities and 
shall remain available until expended; not to 
exceed $44,000,000 shall be available for the 
Office of the Chief Financial Officer; not to 
exceed $90,000,000 shall be available for the 
Office of the General Counsel; not to exceed 
$186,000,000 shall be available for the Office of 
Administration; not to exceed $49,000,000 
shall be available for the Office of the Chief 
Human Capital Office; not to exceed 
$50,000,000 shall be available for the Office of 
Field Policy and Management; not to exceed 
$17,000,000 shall be available for the Office of 
the Chief Procurement Officer; not to exceed 
$3,000,000 shall be available for the Office of 
Departmental Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity; not to exceed $5,000,000 shall be avail-
able for the Office of Strategic Planning and 
Management; and not to exceed $34,000,000 
shall be available for the Office of the Chief 
Information Officer: Provided further, That 
funds provided under this heading may be 
used for necessary administrative and non- 
administrative expenses of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, not oth-
erwise provided for, including purchase of 
uniforms, or allowances therefore, as author-
ized by U.S.C. 5901-5902; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109: Provided further, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, funds 
appropriated under this heading may be used 
for advertising and promotional activities 
that support the housing mission area: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall pro-
vide the Committees on Appropriations quar-
terly written notification regarding the sta-
tus of pending congressional reports: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall pro-
vide all signed reports required by Congress 
electronically. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. CAPITO 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 68, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $75,000,000)’’. 
Page 69, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $40,000,000)’’. 
Page 69, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)’’. 
Page 69, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’. 
Page 70, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $50,000,000)’’. 
Page 70, line 12, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)’’. 
Page 70, line 17, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)’’. 
Page 89, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $350,000,000)’’. 
Page 89, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $350,000,000)’’. 
Page 91, line 11, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from West Virginia is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I am 
pleased to offer this amendment with 
my colleagues, Mr. KELLY from Penn-

sylvania, Mr. MCKINLEY of West Vir-
ginia, and Mr. BARLETTA of Pennsyl-
vania. Our amendment puts $350 mil-
lion back into the Community Devel-
opment Block Grant program. The 
CDBG’s budget has been reduced by $1.3 
billion from last year, and these reduc-
tions we believe will deeply affect our 
local communities. 

With our national debt approaching 
$17 trillion, it is critical that Congress 
tighten its belt and direct limited re-
sources to the most important prior-
ities. I believe that funding for CDBG 
is a high priority. 

This amendment has been scored by 
the Congressional Budget Office, and it 
will not increase the budget authority 
proposed in this bill. In fact, it will ac-
tually reduce the outlays for fiscal 
year 2014 by $129 million. 

The Community Development Block 
Grant program plays a critical role for 
the many communities who are trying 
to find funds to improve lower-income 
and under-utilized areas. It helps tre-
mendously in the rural areas. 

In my home State of West Virginia, 
unfortunately, there are still some 
West Virginians who have to drive to 
fill up a water tank because they don’t 
have access to safe drinking water. The 
CDBG program has been critical in 
funding these safe drinking water and 
sewer projects to many areas in West 
Virginia. Through the small cities 
CDBG fund, West Virginia has invested 
$80 million over the last 5 years to im-
prove access to clean water and to de-
velop water and wastewater systems. 
These projects include a safe drinking 
water project in Buffalo, West Virginia, 
which provided clean drinking water to 
over 100 residents. 

In my home town of Charleston, West 
Virginia, this program has provided 
much-needed help for our senior citi-
zens, for road repairs, and our homeless 
shelters. The program has produced re-
sults, and our local governments need 
this funding to be reinstated so they 
can continue helping the communities 
because they need our support. 

It was very difficult to find an offset 
for this. The HOME program has helped 
a lot of low-income individuals find af-
fordable housing over the past 20 years. 
However, there have been grave con-
cerns regarding oversight of the pro-
gram, and HUD has been slow to adapt 
to many of the recommendations pro-
posed by various auditors, including a 
GAO audit performed last February. 
I’m hopeful that HUD will view these 
cuts in their budget as proof that Con-
gress is serious about oversight and 
will increase the oversight of the 
HOME program. 

The CDBG program is a vital one, es-
sential to States like mine and those of 
my colleagues who introduced this 
amendment. So I ask all my colleagues 
to support this amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in support of the amendment of the 
gentlewoman from West Virginia. Ob-
viously, we’ve got a very difficult allo-
cation, and we understand the impor-
tance of the program. So with that, I 
would ask for an ‘‘aye’’ vote on this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I join Chairman LATHAM and the 
gentlelady from West Virginia. CDBG 
is a great program. 

When I was a county supervisor, we 
used the moneys to do infrastructure 
development and helped the commu-
nities and allowed other local officials 
to decide how those moneys were going 
to be used. But I have concerns about 
this amendment. It cuts HUD’s salaries 
and expenses by $250 million. This level 
will likely mean staff layoffs, espe-
cially in the office that administers 
the CDBG program. It also cuts the 
HOME program by $100 million, even 
while it is at a record low level in this 
bill. 

The amendment makes these draco-
nian cuts to other programs, and the 
CDBG levels would still be well below 
the 1975 level. Robbing Peter to pay 
Paul is a direct result of the Ryan 
budget and the inadequate 302(b) allo-
cation. 

For that reason, I would oppose the 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from West Virginia (Mrs. 
CAPITO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. VELÁZQUEZ 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 68, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’. 
Page 69, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,000,000)’’. 
Page 69, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 101, line 14, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, 
families that receive housing coun-
seling and home inspections make bet-
ter decisions when it comes to pur-
chasing or refinancing a home. They 
understand the financial burdens they 
can reasonably assume and what future 
costs they may incur due to homeown-
ership, reducing their individual risk of 
foreclosure in the future. Fewer indi-
vidual foreclosures also benefit sur-
rounding communities; home prices re-
main stable, blight is reduced, and 
more families remain in place. That is 
why I have been relentless in urging 

HUD to improve the educational re-
sources available to borrowers when 
purchasing or refinancing a home. 

Currently, HUD is working to im-
prove its certified housing counselor 
training for potential and existing 
homebuyers, as well as develop home 
inspection educational materials for 
consumers when purchasing a home. 
Unfortunately, the issuance of these 
resources has been delayed. To date, 
only a few of the housing counseling 
documents have been released for pub-
lic comment, including the application 
for the Housing Counseling Federal Ad-
visory Committee and certification for 
HUD housing counseling. 

The legislation before us today, H.R. 
2610, the Transportation, Housing and 
Urban Development, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriation Act, would reduce 
funding to finalize these resources at 
the time they are most needed. 

Many low-to-moderate-income home-
owners are still struggling to afford 
their homes. My amendment would 
provide the additional $10 million nec-
essary to restore housing counseling 
assistance funding to its FY 2013 level. 
Funding from HUD’s administrative 
supportive offices account would be 
used to offset the amendment. 

It would not impact any of the trans-
portation or housing programs funding 
amounts. The net impact is zero on the 
budget authority, and it would reduce 
2014 outlays by $4 million—actually 
saving the government money over 
time. 

This increased funding would help 
HUD complete its statutory obliga-
tions and start providing housing coun-
seling information to FHA-insured bor-
rowers and other interested families. 
These resources are essential for edu-
cating families about the financial bur-
dens of owning a home, the importance 
of conducting a home inspection prior 
to purchase, and informing underwater 
homeowners of their options to avoid 
foreclosure. We cannot allow these 
families to wait any longer for these 
critical homeownership information re-
sources. 

I urge the House to protect families’ 
interests when purchasing a home by 
voting ‘‘yes’’ on this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to this amendment. 
Our bill had already taken steps to 

reduce HUD’s salary and expenses 
budget in the interest of fiscal respon-
sibility. In addition to these reduc-
tions, we just passed an amendment 
that reduced that account. We also 
have several more amendments at the 
desk that further eat at the adminis-
trative expenses to offset increases in 
higher priority programs—again, like 
the Community Development Block 
Grants. At some point, however, we 
cannot continue to take cut after cut 
into these accounts without jeopard-

izing HUD’s ability to responsibly 
carry out its mission. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I would ask for 
a ‘‘no’’ vote and oppose this amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

man, as described by my colleague, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, counseling is very impor-
tant to current homeowners, prospec-
tive homeowners; and with it, we en-
sure that someone who is going into an 
FHA-backed home is able to have all 
the information in order to be a good 
homeowner. Obviously home inspection 
is very important. To those people who 
are still underwater, they still need the 
counseling and the information from 
HUD. 

So for those reasons, Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of the gentlelady’s 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 2100 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BARBER 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 68, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,500,000)’’. 
Page 69, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,500,000)’’. 
Page 71, line 22, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 
Page 80, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to request approval of an amend-
ment that will support citizens of our 
great Nation who desperately need and 
deserve our assistance. 

I am talking about our Nation’s 
homeless veterans. At a time when our 
country needed them, they answered 
the call, personally sacrificing for the 
greater good—for our greater good. 

My amendment will increase funding 
for housing vouchers by $1 million, and 
it is offset by a reduction in the Ad-
ministrative Support Office’s budget. 

We owe these men and women more 
than just a debt of gratitude. We owe 
them our unflagging support commen-
surate with their level of service, equal 
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to their sacrifice for you and for me 
and for all Americans who enjoy the 
freedoms that these veterans have pro-
tected. 

Unfortunately, too many veterans 
still lack the necessary resources to 
keep a permanent roof over their 
heads. This, I hope we all agree, is com-
pletely unacceptable. 

The Department of Veterans Affairs 
estimates that approximately 62,000 
veterans remain homeless. That is 
62,000 members of our Armed Forces 
who made an unwavering commitment 
to stand in the breach for this Nation, 
for freedom, for democracy, and the 
values that are the foundation of the 
United States of America. 

According to the United States Inter-
agency Council on Homelessness, near-
ly one-third of chronically homeless 
people are veterans. The men and 
women who put on the uniform of our 
Armed Forces took a solemn oath to do 
what we asked them to do, and they 
should not go without in their time of 
need. 

When our soldiers came home from 
Vietnam they were subject to des-
picable insults and, even worse, did not 
receive the supports we promised them. 
Thousands of them make up the home-
less population in our country today. 
This was a national disgrace, and we 
must do better for them and for the 
new veterans from Iraq and Afghani-
stan who are coming home every day. 
We must not allow them to become yet 
another homeless veteran. 

While the Department of Veterans 
Affairs has a commendable goal to end 
veteran homelessness by 2015, it is 
shameful to even let one single veteran 
become homeless. 

In my home district in Tucson, the 
city is working to ensure that veteran 
homelessness is eradicated perma-
nently. I applaud and support those ef-
forts, but more can and must be done 
across my district and the Nation. 

If my amendment is adopted, it 
would increase by $1 million the 
amount available to veterans for hous-
ing vouchers. It is offset by a reduction 
of $1.5 million from the HUD Adminis-
trative Support Offices. 

While this amendment will not solve 
the issue of veteran homelessness, it is 
a small and important first step that 
we can take to show our commitment 
to our veterans. 

We cannot continue to fail these men 
and women who have so bravely served 
this Nation. It is not a Democratic or a 
Republican issue; it is an American 
issue. I urge my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to vote ‘‘yes’’ on this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR (Ms. FOXX). The 

gentleman from Iowa is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to this amendment. 
Unfortunately, this, once again, is a 
political amendment. If you remember 

last year, the motion to recommit the 
gentleman had, that was purely polit-
ical after Mr. Dicks from Washington 
and I had made sure that we had every 
dime in the bill to make sure that 
every veteran was taken care of. And 
now to play politics with veterans I 
think is extraordinarily offensive be-
cause, in this bill, we fully fund the 
President’s request. Everything that 
HUD says that we must do, every dol-
lar is here for the veterans. Now to 
raise an issue like this I think is some-
thing that is not becoming to the 
House of Representatives. 

We have, like I said, Madam Chair-
man, fully funded $75 million for 10,000 
new vouchers for our veterans. These 
vouchers are labor intensive, involving 
both the Veterans Administration and 
HUD officials in an intensive process 
moving veterans out of homelessness. 
The program also provides veterans 
with supportive services so that they 
receive job training and other services 
so that they can move toward a path of 
independence. 

We have heard repeatedly from HUD 
that 10,000 new veterans’ vouchers is 
the maximum number that can be 
processed. Let me say it again. From 
the administration, from President 
Obama, from Secretary Donovan and 
HUD, they are saying that they cannot 
handle any more capacity than the 
money that we have. 

Again, Madam Chairman, I would ask 
a ‘‘no’’ vote for this only political vote. 
This is the second year in a row that 
we have had this. I find it very, very of-
fensive that anyone in this House be-
lieves that we are not funding this to 
the full extent of what is asked for and 
what is required for our veterans that 
have served this country so well. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Madam 

Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. First of all, 
I want to commend Chairman LATHAM 
for including the $75 million in the base 
bill. As he said, that will deal with 
10,000 veterans who are homeless. I 
commend him and President Obama for 
honoring their commitment to service 
the veterans. 

To speak about amendments having 
political motives or having political 
connotations, several amendments ago 
I think we did CDBG, and I’m sure it 
had a few political connotations, but 
that’s the way some of these amend-
ments come forward. 

To Mr. BARBER’s amendment, I do 
have concerns that the offset may im-
pede HUD’s ability to carry out its 
mission, but I look forward to working 
with the gentleman to continue this 
important work. Hopefully, as we work 
for the Senate, we’ll be able to increase 
the allocation for this bill. 

I support the gentleman’s amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. BARBER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BARBER. Madam Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PROGRAM OFFICE SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Public and Indian Housing, 
$197,000,000, of which $2,000,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2015. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Community Planning and Develop-
ment, $99,000,000, of which $1,000,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2015. 

HOUSING 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Housing, $377,000,000, of which 
$4,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2015: Provided, That the Secretary 
shall appoint an administrator of the Office 
of Manufactured Housing within 120 days of 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
the funds made available under this heading 
shall be reduced by $50,000 for each day that 
the Department is in violation of the pre-
vious proviso. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Policy Development and Research, 
$21,000,000, of which $500,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2015. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Fair Housing and Equal Oppor-
tunity, $71,000,000, of which $1,000,000 shall 
remain available until September 30, 2015. 
OFFICE OF HEALTHY HOMES AND LEAD HAZARD 

CONTROL 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Hazard 
Control, $7,000,000, of which $500,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2015. 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 
TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 

For activities and assistance for the provi-
sion of tenant-based rental assistance au-
thorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1437 et 
seq.) (‘‘the Act’’ herein), not otherwise pro-
vided for, $14,610,564,000, to remain available 
until expended, shall be available on October 
1, 2013 (in addition to the $4,000,000,000 pre-
viously appropriated under this heading that 
became available on October 1, 2013), and 
$4,000,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, shall be available on October 1, 2014: 
Provided, That amounts made available 
under this heading are provided as follows: 

(1) $17,000,000,000 shall be available for re-
newals of expiring section 8 tenant-based an-
nual contributions contracts (including re-
newals of enhanced vouchers under any pro-
vision of law authorizing such assistance 
under section 8(t) of the Act) and including 
renewal of other special purpose incremental 
vouchers: Provided, That notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, from amounts 
provided under this paragraph and any car-
ryover, the Secretary for the calendar year 
2014 funding cycle shall provide renewal 
funding for each public housing agency based 
on validated voucher management system 
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(VMS) leasing and cost data for the prior cal-
endar year and by applying an inflation fac-
tor as established by the Secretary, by no-
tice published in the Federal Register, and 
by making any necessary adjustments for 
the costs associated with the first-time re-
newal of vouchers under this paragraph, in-
cluding tenant protection and HOPE VI 
vouchers: Provided further, That in deter-
mining calendar year 2014 funding allocation 
under this heading for public housing agen-
cies, including agencies participating in the 
Moving To Work (MTW) demonstration, the 
Secretary may take into account the antici-
pated impact of changes in targeting, med-
ical expense thresholds, and utility allow-
ances, to public housing agencies’ contract 
renewal needs: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall, to the extent necessary to 
stay within the amount specified under this 
paragraph (except as otherwise modified 
under this Act), pro rate each public housing 
agency’s allocation otherwise established 
pursuant to this paragraph: Provided further, 
That except as provided in the following pro-
visos, the entire amount specified under this 
paragraph (except as otherwise modified 
under this Act) shall be obligated to the pub-
lic housing agencies based on the allocation 
and pro rata method described above, and 
the Secretary shall notify public housing 
agencies of their annual budget by the latter 
of 60 days after enactment of this Act or 
March 1, 2014: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary may extend the notification period, 
with the prior written approval of the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That public housing agen-
cies participating in the MTW demonstra-
tion shall be funded pursuant to their MTW 
agreements and shall be subject to the same 
pro rata adjustments under the previous pro-
visos: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may offset public housing agencies’ calendar 
year 2014 allocations by the excess amount of 
agencies’ reserves as established by the Sec-
retary: Provided further, That public housing 
agencies participating in the MTW dem-
onstration shall also be subject to the offset, 
as determined by the Secretary, from the 
agencies’ calendar year 2014 MTW funding al-
location: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall use any offset referred to in the 
previous two provisos throughout the cal-
endar year to prevent the termination of 
rental assistance for families as the result of 
insufficient funding, as determined by the 
Secretary, and to avoid or reduce the prora-
tion of renewal funding allocations: Provided 
further, That up to $50,000,000 shall be avail-
able only: (1) for adjustments in the alloca-
tions for public housing agencies, after appli-
cation for an adjustment by a public housing 
agency, that experienced a significant in-
crease, as determined by the Secretary, in 
renewal costs of vouchers resulting from un-
foreseen circumstances or from portability 
under section 8(r) of the Act; (2) for vouchers 
that were not in use during the 12-month pe-
riod in order to be available to meet a com-
mitment pursuant to section 8(o)(13) of the 
Act; (3) for adjustments for costs associated 
with HUD-Veterans Affairs Supportive Hous-
ing (HUD–VASH) vouchers; (4) for adjust-
ments in the allocations for public housing 
agencies that experienced a significant in-
crease, as determined by the Secretary, in 
renewal costs as a result of participation in 
the Small Area Fair Market Rent dem-
onstration: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall allocate amounts under the pre-
vious proviso based on need as determined by 
the Secretary; and (5) for public housing 
agencies that despite taking reasonable cost 
savings measures, as determined by the Sec-
retary, would otherwise be required to termi-
nate rental assistance for families as the re-
sult of insufficient funding; 

(2) $75,000,000 shall be for section 8 rental 
assistance for relocation and replacement of 
housing units that are demolished or dis-
posed of pursuant to section 18 of the Act, 
conversion of section 23 projects to assist-
ance under section 8, the family unification 
program under section 8(x) of the Act, relo-
cation of witnesses in connection with ef-
forts to combat crime in public and assisted 
housing pursuant to a request from a law en-
forcement or prosecution agency, enhanced 
vouchers under any provision of law author-
izing such assistance under section 8(t) of 
the Act, HOPE VI vouchers, mandatory and 
voluntary conversions, and tenant protec-
tion assistance including replacement and 
relocation assistance or for project-based as-
sistance to prevent the displacement of unas-
sisted elderly tenants currently residing in 
section 202 properties financed between 1959 
and 1974 that are refinanced pursuant to Pub-
lic Law 106–569, as amended, or under the au-
thority as provided under this Act: Provided, 
That when a public housing development is 
submitted for demolition or disposition 
under section 18 of the Act, the Secretary 
may provide section 8 rental assistance when 
the units pose an imminent health and safe-
ty risk to residents: Provided further, That 
the Secretary may only provide replacement 
vouchers for units that were occupied within 
the previous 24 months that cease to be 
available as assisted housing, subject only to 
the availability of funds: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this paragraph, $5,000,000 may be available to 
provide tenant protection assistance, not 
otherwise provided under this paragraph, to 
residents residing in low vacancy areas and 
who may have to pay rents greater than 30 
percent of household income, as the result of 
(1) the maturity of a HUD-insured, HUD held 
or section 202 loan that requires the permis-
sion of the Secretary prior to loan prepay-
ment; (2) the expiration of a rental assist-
ance contract for which the tenants are not 
eligible for enhanced voucher or tenant pro-
tection assistance under existing law; or (3) 
the expiration of affordability restrictions 
accompanying a mortgage or preservation 
program administered by the Secretary: Pro-
vided further, That such tenant protection as-
sistance made available under the previous 
proviso may be provided under the authority 
of section 8(t) or section 8(o)(13) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f(t)): Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall issue guidance to implement the pre-
vious provisos, including, but not limited to, 
requirements for defining eligible at-risk 
households within 120 days of the enactment 
of this Act, for the purposes under this para-
graph, may use unobligated balances, includ-
ing recaptures and carryovers, remaining 
from amounts appropriated in prior fiscal 
years under this heading for voucher assist-
ance for nonelderly disabled families and for 
disaster assistance made available under 
Public Law 110–329; 

(3) $1,350,000,000 shall be for administrative 
and other expenses of public housing agen-
cies in administering the section 8 tenant- 
based rental assistance program, of which up 
to $15,000,000 shall be available to the Sec-
retary to allocate to public housing agencies 
that need additional funds to administer 
their section 8 programs, including fees asso-
ciated with section 8 tenant protection rent-
al assistance, the administration of disaster- 
related vouchers, Veterans Affairs Sup-
portive Housing vouchers, and other special 
purpose incremental vouchers: Provided, 
That no less than $1,335,000,000 of the amount 
provided in this paragraph shall be allocated 
to public housing agencies for the calendar 
year 2014 funding cycle based on section 8(q) 
of the Act (and related Appropriation Act 
provisions) as in effect immediately before 

the enactment of the Quality Housing and 
Work Responsibility Act of 1998 (Public Law 
105–276): Provided further, That if the 
amounts made available under this para-
graph are insufficient to pay the amounts de-
termined under the previous proviso, the 
Secretary may decrease the amounts allo-
cated to agencies by a uniform percentage 
applicable to all agencies receiving funding 
under this paragraph or may, to the extent 
necessary to provide full payment of 
amounts determined under the previous pro-
viso, utilize unobligated balances, including 
recaptures and carryovers, remaining from 
funds appropriated to the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development under this 
heading from prior fiscal years, notwith-
standing the purposes for which such 
amounts were appropriated: Provided further, 
That all public housing agencies partici-
pating in the MTW demonstration shall be 
funded pursuant to their MTW agreements, 
and shall be subject to the same uniform per-
centage decrease as under the previous pro-
viso: Provided further, That amounts provided 
under this paragraph shall be only for activi-
ties related to the provision of tenant-based 
rental assistance authorized under section 8, 
including related development activities; 

(4) $110,564,000 for the renewal of tenant- 
based assistance contracts under section 811 
of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford-
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013), including 
necessary administrative expenses: Provided, 
That administrative and other expenses of 
public housing agencies in administering the 
special purpose vouchers in this paragraph 
shall be funded under the same terms and be 
subject to the same pro rata reduction as the 
percent decrease for administrative and 
other expenses to public housing agencies 
under paragraph (3) of this heading; 

(5) $75,000,000 for incremental rental vouch-
er assistance for use through a supported 
housing program administered in conjunc-
tion with the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs as authorized under section 8(o)(19) of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall make such funding 
available, notwithstanding section 204 (com-
petition provision) of this title, to public 
housing agencies that partner with eligible 
VA Medical Centers or other entities as des-
ignated by the Secretary of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, based on geographical 
need for such assistance as identified by the 
Secretary of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, public housing agency administrative 
performance, and other factors as specified 
by the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment in consultation with the Sec-
retary of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development may waive, 
or specify alternative requirements for (in 
consultation with the Secretary of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs), any provision 
of any statute or regulation that the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
administers in connection with the use of 
funds made available under this paragraph 
(except for requirements related to fair hous-
ing, nondiscrimination, labor standards, and 
the environment), upon a finding by the Sec-
retary that any such waivers or alternative 
requirements are necessary for the effective 
delivery and administration of such voucher 
assistance: Provided further, That assistance 
made available under this paragraph shall 
continue to remain available for homeless 
veterans upon turn-over; and 

(6) The Secretary shall separately track all 
special purpose vouchers funded under this 
heading. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The Clerk will report the amend-
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 71, line 22, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000,000)’’. 
Page 72, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000,000)’’ 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chairman, 
much of the debate today on this bill 
has focused on tough choices—accept-
ing cuts to one program to make sure 
another program stays afloat. But the 
reality is that these so-called tough 
choices are nothing compared to the 
choices this bill would force on hun-
dreds of thousands of low-income fami-
lies: whether to buy food for their chil-
dren, to fill their necessary prescrip-
tions, or to pay their rent. 

Today, the Housing Choice Voucher 
program, commonly known as section 
8, ensures that many fewer families 
have to make such choices by pro-
viding rental assistance to 2.2 million 
households with incomes well below 
the poverty line. Half of these house-
holds are headed by seniors or people 
with disabilities, and the rest are typi-
cally families with children. Study 
after study by HUD, GAO, and inde-
pendent researchers have demonstrated 
that the section 8 voucher program is a 
cost-effective means of providing very 
low-income families secure housing 
and preventing homelessness. 

Typically, Congress has provided 
State and local housing agencies the 
funds necessary to renew every housing 
voucher used in the previous fiscal 
year, thereby ensuring that families 
have stable housing, kids stay in 
school, and parents stay in the work-
force. This year, however, for only the 
third time in the program’s 40-year his-
tory, this bill would fail to provide suf-
ficient, or even close to sufficient, 
funding to renew all existing housing 
vouchers. 

Because of sequestration, nearly 
100,000 fewer families, and maybe as 
many as 150,000 fewer families, will re-
ceive housing assistance this year. I 
have already heard from housing agen-
cies across New York State who are 
turning away families on waiting lists 
and pulling back issued vouchers for 
families who have not yet signed a 
lease agreement. If the bill becomes 
law as written, thousands of low-in-
come families will lose their existing 
vouchers, will be evicted from their 
homes, and will end up living on the 
streets. 

Despite the risks for these families, 
the bill before us today provides only 
$17 billion for housing choice voucher 
renewals, locking in sequestration 

cuts, and cutting off 100,000 families 
from housing assistance. To protect 
these families, I am offering this 
amendment to increase funding for sec-
tion 8 voucher renewals by $1 billion. 

These additional funds will ensure 
that housing agencies can renew exist-
ing eligible vouchers this year and that 
no additional families will have to face 
the choice between putting food on the 
table and paying their rent, between 
filling their prescriptions and living on 
the street. I say no additional families 
will have to face this choice because 
the current allocation of section 8 is 
far too meager and there are hundreds 
of thousands of families on the waiting 
list. But at least with this amendment, 
no additional families will be thrown 
out on the street because we will renew 
existing vouchers. 

b 2115 

Under the bill as written, upwards of 
100,000 or so families will not have 
their vouchers renewed and will be 
forced to be evicted. This amendment 
will ensure not additional section 8 
vouchers but simply that existing 
vouchers will be maintained for people 
who are living on section 8 vouchers 
now. 

Madam Chairperson, our first objec-
tive must be to prevent further hard-
ship to the poorest among us and to 
prevent the evictions of people cur-
rently receiving section 8 vouchers. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairwoman, I 
insist on my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairwoman, 
the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. The 
amendment is not in order under sec-
tion 3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5, the 
113th Congress, which states: 

It shall not be in order to consider an 
amendment to a general appropriations bill 
proposing a net increase in budget authority 
in the bill unless considered en bloc with an-
other amendment or amendments proposing 
an equal or greater decrease in such budget 
authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of rule XXI. 

The amendment proposes a net in-
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of this section. This 
amendment would increase net budget 
authority by $1 billion. 

I ask for a ruling of the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the gentle-
man’s point of order? 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chairwoman, I 
think we can all agree the amendment 
is necessary. We are talking about 
evicting 100,000 to 150,000 families from 
an efficient, cost-effective program 
that keeps families together and that 
lowers our costs over the long term. 
Without this amendment, you will see 
a spike in homelessness, a spike in 
medical costs and a spike in hungry 
kids. 

I understand the chairman’s point of 
order, and I understand that the rules 
demand an offset for any funding in-
crease in the bill. However, when fund-
ing levels are as restrictive across the 
board as they are in this bill and when 
the rules require that a majority in the 
House cannot increase the total funds 
allocated by the Appropriations Com-
mittee to this bill, it is impossible 
to—— 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will confine his remarks to the point of 
order. 

Mr. NADLER. I am very much on the 
point. 

When the rules require that a major-
ity in the House cannot increase the 
total funds allocated by the Appropria-
tions Committee to this bill, it is im-
possible to remedy such a drastic cut 
without hurting other people in need. I 
hope, as we go forward, that we can 
find a way to provide these funds so 
that hundreds of thousands of very 
low-income working families and sen-
iors are not put out on the street. I 
hope we will recognize that the Senate 
bill is less brutal than the bill now be-
fore us. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Iowa makes a 
point of order that the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New York 
violates section 3(d)(3) of House Reso-
lution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen-
tleman from Iowa, the amendment pro-
poses a net increase in budget author-
ity in the bill. Therefore, the point of 
order is sustained. The amendment is 
not in order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
HOUSING CERTIFICATE FUND 

(INCLUDES RESCISSIONS) 
Unobligated balances, including recaptures 

and carryover, remaining from funds appro-
priated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading, the 
heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for Assisted 
Housing’’, and the heading ‘‘Project-Based 
Rental Assistance’’, for fiscal year 2014 and 
prior years may be used for renewal of or 
amendments to section 8 project-based con-
tracts and for performance-based contract 
administrators, notwithstanding the pur-
poses for which such funds were appro-
priated: Provided, That any obligated bal-
ances of contract authority from fiscal year 
1974 and prior that have been terminated 
shall be rescinded: Provided further, That 
amounts previously recaptured, or recap-
tured during the current fiscal year, from 
section 8 project-based contracts from source 
years fiscal year 1975 through fiscal year 1987 
are hereby permanently rescinded, and an 
amount of additional new budget authority, 
equivalent to the amount permanently re-
scinded is hereby appropriated, to remain 
available until expended, for the purposes set 
forth under this heading, in addition to 
amounts otherwise available. 

PUBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND 
For the Public Housing Capital Fund Pro-

gram to carry out capital and management 
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activities for public housing agencies, as au-
thorized under section 9 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g) (the 
‘‘Act’’), $1,500,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2017: Provided, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law or 
regulation, during fiscal year 2014 the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
may not delegate to any Department official 
other than the Deputy Secretary and the As-
sistant Secretary for Public and Indian 
Housing any authority under paragraph (2) 
of section 9(j) regarding the extension of the 
time periods under such section: Provided 
further, That for purposes of such section 
9(j), the term ‘‘obligate’’ means, with respect 
to amounts, that the amounts are subject to 
a binding agreement that will result in out-
lays, immediately or in the future: Provided 
further, That up to $8,000,000 shall be to sup-
port ongoing Public Housing Financial and 
Physical Assessment activities: Provided fur-
ther, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, not to exceed $20,000,000 
shall be available for the Secretary to make 
grants, notwithstanding section 204 of this 
Act, to public housing agencies for emer-
gency capital needs including safety and se-
curity measures necessary to address crime 
and drug-related activity as well as needs re-
sulting from unforeseen or unpreventable 
emergencies and natural disasters excluding 
Presidentially declared emergencies and nat-
ural disasters under the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Act (42 U.S.C. 
5121 et seq.) occurring in fiscal year 2014: Pro-
vided further, That from the funds made 
available under this heading, the Secretary 
shall provide bonus awards in fiscal year 2014 
to public housing agencies that are des-
ignated high performers: Provided further, 
That up to $15,000,000 of funds made available 
under this heading shall be used for a Jobs- 
Plus Pilot initiative modeled after the Jobs- 
Plus demonstration: Provided further, That 
the Jobs-Plus Pilot initiative shall provide 
competitive grants to partnerships between 
public housing authorities, local workforce 
investment boards established under section 
117 of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998, 
and other agencies and organizations that 
provide support to help public housing resi-
dents obtain employment and increase earn-
ings: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may waive or specify alternative require-
ments for any provision of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (except for requirements 
related to fair housing, nondiscrimination, 
labor standards, and the environment) upon 
a finding by the Secretary that any such 
waivers or alternative requirements are nec-
essary for the effective implementation of 
the Jobs-Plus Pilot initiative: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary shall publish by no-
tice in the Federal Register any waivers or 
alternative requirements pursuant to the 
preceding proviso no later than 10 days be-
fore the effective date of such notice. 

PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 

For 2014 payments to public housing agen-
cies for the operation and management of 
public housing, as authorized by section 9(e) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437g(e)), $4,262,010,000: Provided, That 
in determining public housing agencies’, in-
cluding Moving to Work agencies’, calendar 
year 2014 funding allocations under this 
heading, the Secretary shall take into ac-
count the impact of changes in flat rents and 
medical expense thresholds on public hous-
ing agencies’ formula income levels. 

CHOICE NEIGHBORHOODS INITIATIVE 

(RESCISSION) 

Of the funds made available for ‘‘Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development– 
Public and Indian Housing - Choice Neigh-

borhoods Initiative’’ by division F of Public 
Law 113-6, $120,000,000 is rescinded. 

FAMILY SELF-SUFFICIENCY 
For the Family Self-Sufficiency program 

to support family self-sufficiency coordina-
tors under section 23 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937, to promote the develop-
ment of local strategies to coordinate the 
use of assistance under sections 8(o) and 9 of 
such Act with public and private resources, 
and enable eligible families to achieve eco-
nomic independence and self-sufficiency, 
$60,000,000: Provided, That the Secretary may, 
by Federal Register notice, waive or specify 
alternative requirements (except for require-
ments related to fair housing, non-
discrimination, labor standards, and the en-
vironment) for any provision of section 23 of 
such Act in order to better fulfill the pur-
poses of section 23 of such Act, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 
For the Native American Housing Block 

Grants program, as authorized under title I 
of the Native American Housing Assistance 
and Self-Determination Act of 1996 
(NAHASDA) (25 U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), 
$600,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2018: Provided, That, notwith-
standing the Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996, 
to determine the amount of the allocation 
under title I of such Act for each Indian 
tribe, the Secretary shall apply the formula 
under section 302 of such Act with the need 
component based on single-race census data 
and with the need component based on 
multi-race census data, and the amount of 
the allocation for each Indian tribe shall be 
the greater of the two resulting allocation 
amounts: Provided further, That of the 
amounts made available under this heading, 
$2,000,000 shall be contracted for assistance 
for national or regional organizations rep-
resenting Native American housing interests 
for providing training and technical assist-
ance to Indian housing authorities and trib-
ally designated housing entities as author-
ized under NAHASDA; and $2,000,000 shall be 
to support the inspection of Indian housing 
units, contract expertise, training, and tech-
nical assistance in the training, oversight, 
and management of such Indian housing and 
tenant-based assistance, including up to 
$300,000 for related travel: Provided further, 
That of the amount provided under this 
heading, $2,000,000 shall be made available for 
the cost of guaranteed notes and other obli-
gations, as authorized by title VI of 
NAHASDA: Provided further, That such costs, 
including the costs of modifying such notes 
and other obligations, shall be as defined in 
section 502 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, as amended: Provided further, That 
these funds are available to subsidize the 
total principal amount of any notes and 
other obligations, any part of which is to be 
guaranteed, not to exceed $16,530,000. 

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-
thorized by section 184 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–13a), $6,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That these funds are available to 
subsidize total loan principal, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, up to 
$1,818,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided further, That up to $750,000 
of this amount may be used for administra-
tive contract expenses including manage-
ment processes and systems to carry out the 
loan guarantee program. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH 

AIDS 
For carrying out the Housing Opportuni-

ties for Persons with AIDS program, as au-
thorized by the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.), $303,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2015, 
except that amounts allocated pursuant to 
section 854(c)(3) of such Act shall remain 
available until September 30, 2016: Provided, 
That the Secretary shall renew all expiring 
contracts for permanent supportive housing 
that initially were funded under section 
854(c)(3) of such Act from funds made avail-
able under this heading in fiscal year 2010 
and prior fiscal years that meet all program 
requirements before awarding funds for new 
contracts under each section, and if amounts 
provided under this heading pursuant to such 
section are insufficient to fund renewals for 
all such expiring contracts, then amounts 
made available under this heading for for-
mula grants pursuant to section 854(c)(1) 
shall be used to provide the balance of such 
renewal funding before awarding funds for 
such formula grants: Provided further, That 
the Department shall notify grantees of 
their formula allocation within 60 days of en-
actment of this Act. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER 
Mr. NADLER. Madam Chairman, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairwoman, I 

reserve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The Clerk will report the amend-
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 88, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $29,000,000)’’. 
Page 110, line 12, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $29,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chairman, 
since 1992, the Housing Opportunities 
for People with AIDS, or HOPWA, has 
provided a vital housing safety net for 
people battling HIV-AIDS. Nearly 1.2 
million Americans are living with HIV- 
AIDS. More than 145,000 currently lack 
stable housing, and 500,000 will need 
some form of housing assistance during 
the course of their illnesses. Research 
consistently shows that a lack of sta-
ble housing is a major barrier to effec-
tive treatment for people living with 
AIDS and puts them at significant risk 
of premature death from poor nutri-
tion, exposure to other diseases and a 
lack of medical care. 

HOPWA fills this gap by providing se-
cure housing through one of the most 
effective programs in HUD’s portfolio, 
and it is the only one that addresses 
the intersection of housing and health. 
Within 1 year, 96 percent of HOPWA 
participants achieve disease stabiliza-
tion and reduced viral loads. Because 
housing stability plays a key role in 
preventing the spread of the virus, 
HOPWA contributes to better indi-
vidual and community health out-
comes. Further, for every $1 of HOPWA 
funding spent, $3.35 is leveraged from 
other Federal, State and local pro-
grams, and every $1 million in HOPWA 
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funding provides housing and support 
for 171 families. For that reason, 
HOPWA has enjoyed broad, bipartisan 
support since its first authorization 
more than 20 years ago. 

Despite HOPWA’s proven track 
record in improving health and housing 
outcomes for communities, this year’s 
Transportation-HUD appropriations 
bill would cut $29 million in HOPWA 
funding. The committee’s rec-
ommendation of $303 million brings the 
allocation for HOPWA back to FY 2008 
funding levels despite the fact that 
there are 100,000 individuals more who 
are infected with HIV-AIDS than in 
2008. 

I recognize that $29 million may 
sound small by Federal budgeting 
standards, but to the individuals and 
families who rely on HOPWA for stable 
housing and access to support services, 
these cuts are anything but small. If 
this funding level becomes law, nearly 
5,000 families and individuals will lose 
access to HOPWA housing and all the 
health benefits that go with it. For 
those families, this cut is a matter of 
life and death. 

For that reason, I am offering this 
amendment to restore the $29 million 
cut from HOPWA this year and return 
it to the same funding level it has re-
ceived for the last 2 fiscal years. This 
amendment would ensure that those 
5,000 families and individuals who rely 
on HOPWA for secure, stable housing 
will not suddenly find themselves back 
on the street with no access to life-sav-
ing medical treatment. 

To protect those 5,000 households and 
stay within the House rules, I would 
have to cut $29 million from another 
account, but at the funding levels in-
cluded in this bill, any offset would 
fundamentally undermine HUD’s abil-
ity to provide services to hundreds of 
millions of families every day. 

HOPWA provides life-saving, efficient 
services to thousands of families and 
individuals impacted by HIV-AIDS. 
Will you work in conference to reach a 
workable funding level that ensures 
families and individuals currently 
served by HOPWA do not lose access to 
their housing? 

Mr. LATHAM. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. NADLER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will be more than 
happy to work with the gentleman on 
this issue as we move through the proc-
ess. 

Mr. NADLER. Thank you. 
Madam Chairman, I appreciate the 

chairman’s willingness to work on this 
issue in conference and to find a fund-
ing level that maintains this highly ef-
fective life-saving program, and I am, 
therefore, looking forward to those ef-
forts. 

At this time, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 

For assistance to units of State and local 
government, and to other entities, for eco-
nomic and community development activi-
ties, and for other purposes, $1,696,813,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2016, 
unless otherwise specified: Provided, That of 
the total amount provided, $1,636,813,000 is 
for carrying out the community development 
block grant program under title I of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974, as amended (the ‘‘Act’’ herein) (42 
U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided further, That un-
less explicitly provided for under this head-
ing, not to exceed 20 percent of any grant 
made with funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be expended for planning and 
management development and administra-
tion: Provided further, That $60,000,000 shall 
be for grants to Indian tribes notwith-
standing section 106(a)(1) of such Act, of 
which, notwithstanding any other provision 
of law (including section 204 of this Act), up 
to $3,960,000 may be used for emergencies 
that constitute imminent threats to health 
and safety: Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available under this heading may 
be used for grants for the Economic Develop-
ment Initiative (‘‘EDI’’) or Neighborhood Ini-
tiatives activities, Rural Innovation Fund, 
or for grants pursuant to section 107 of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 5307): Provided further, That 
the Department shall notify grantees of 
their formula allocation within 60 days of en-
actment of this Act. 

EMPOWERMENT ZONES/ENTERPRISE 
COMMUNITIES/RENEWAL COMMUNITIES 

(RESCISSION) 
Unobligated balances, including recaptures 

and carryover, remaining from funds appro-
priated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading are 
hereby permanently rescinded. 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 

Subject to section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, during fiscal year 2014 
commitments to guarantee loans under sec-
tion 108 of the Housing and Community De-
velopment Act of 1974, any part of which is 
guaranteed, shall not exceed a total prin-
cipal amount of $500,000,000, notwithstanding 
any aggregate limitation on outstanding ob-
ligations guaranteed in subsection (k) of 
such section 108: Provided, That the Sec-
retary shall collect fees from borrowers, not-
withstanding subsection (m) of such section 
108, to result in a credit subsidy cost of zero, 
and such fees shall be collected in accord-
ance with section 502(7) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974: Provided further, That all 
unobligated balances, including recaptures 
and carryover, remaining from funds appro-
priated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading are 
hereby permanently rescinded. 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 
For the HOME Investment Partnerships 

program, as authorized under title II of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act, as amended, $700,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2016: Pro-
vided, That notwithstanding the amount 
made available under this heading, the 
threshold reduction requirements in sections 
216(10) and 217(b)(4) of such Act shall not 
apply to allocation of such amount: Provided 
further, That funds made available under this 
heading used for projects not completed 
within 4 years of the commitment date, as 

determined by a signature of each party to 
the agreement, shall be repaid: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary may extend the 
deadline by 1 year if the Secretary deter-
mines that the failure to complete the 
project is beyond the control of the partici-
pating jurisdiction: Provided further, That no 
funds provided under this heading may be 
commited to any project included as part of 
a participating jurisdiction’s plan under sec-
tion 105(b), unless each participating juris-
diction certifies that it has conducted an un-
derwriting review, assessed developer capac-
ity and fiscal soundness, and examined 
neighborhood market conditions to ensure 
adequate need for each project: Provided fur-
ther, That any homeownership units funded 
under this heading which cannot be sold to 
an eligible homeowner within 6 months of 
project completion shall be rented to an eli-
gible tenant: Provided further, That no funds 
provided under this heading may be awarded 
for development activities to a community 
housing development organization that can-
not demonstrate that it has staff with dem-
onstrated development experience: Provided 
further, That the preceding provisos, except 
the first proviso, shall not be effective dur-
ing any period in which the Final Rule titled 
‘‘Home Investment Partnerships Program; 
Improving Performance and Accountability; 
Updating Property Standards’’ is published 
and effective: Provided further, That funds 
provided in prior appropriations Acts for 
technical assistance, and that still remain 
available, may be used for HOME technical 
assistance notwithstanding the purposes for 
which such amounts were appropriated: Pro-
vided further, That the Department shall no-
tify grantees of their formula allocations 
within 60 days of enactment of this Act. 

SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP 
OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 

For the Self-Help and Assisted Homeown-
ership Opportunity Program, as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended, 
$30,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016: Provided, That of the total 
amount provided under this heading, 
$10,000,000 shall be made available to the 
Self-Help and Assisted Homeownership Op-
portunity Program as authorized under sec-
tion 11 of the Housing Opportunity Program 
Extension Act of 1996, as amended: Provided 
further, That $15,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for the second, third, and fourth capac-
ity building activities authorized under sec-
tion 4(a) of the HUD Demonstration Act of 
1993 (42 U.S.C. 9816 note), of which not less 
than $5,000,000 shall be made available for 
rural capacity-building activities: Provided 
further, That $5,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for capacity building by national rural 
housing organizations with experience as-
sessing national rural conditions and pro-
viding financing, training, technical assist-
ance, information, and research to local non-
profits, local governments and Indian Tribes 
serving high need rural communities. 

HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
For the emergency solutions grants pro-

gram as authorized under subtitle B of title 
IV of the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assist-
ance Act, as amended; and the continuum of 
care program as authorized under subtitle C 
of title IV of such Act; and the rural housing 
stability assistance program as authorized 
under subtitle D of title IV of such Act, 
$2,088,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016: Provided, That any rental as-
sistance amounts that are recaptured under 
such continuum of care program shall re-
main available until expended: Provided fur-
ther, That not less than $200,000,000 of the 
funds appropriated under this heading shall 
be available for such emergency solutions 
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grants program: Provided further, That not 
less than $1,882,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available 
for such continuum of care and rural housing 
stability assistance program: Provided fur-
ther, That up to $6,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available 
for the national homeless data analysis 
project: Provided further, That all funds 
awarded for supportive services under the 
continuum of care program and the rural 
housing stability assistance program shall be 
matched by not less than 25 percent in cash 
or in kind by each grantee: Provided further, 
That for all match requirements applicable 
to funds made available under this heading 
for this fiscal year and prior years, a grantee 
may use (or could have used) as a source of 
match funds other funds administered by the 
Secretary and other Federal agencies unless 
there is (or was) a specific statutory prohibi-
tion on any such use of any such funds: Pro-
vided further, That all awards of assistance 
under this heading shall be required to co-
ordinate and integrate homeless programs 
with other mainstream health, social serv-
ices, and employment programs for which 
homeless populations may be eligible, in-
cluding Medicaid, State Children’s Health 
Insurance Program, Temporary Assistance 
for Needy Families, Food Stamps, and serv-
ices funding through the Mental Health and 
Substance Abuse Block Grant, Workforce In-
vestment Act, and the Welfare-to-Work 
grant program: Provided further, That all bal-
ances for Shelter Plus Care renewals pre-
viously funded from the Shelter Plus Care 
Renewal account and transferred to this ac-
count shall be available, if recaptured, for 
continuum of care renewals in fiscal year 
2014: Provided further, That the Department 
shall notify grantees of their formula alloca-
tion from amounts allocated (which may rep-
resent initial or final amounts allocated) for 
the emergency solutions grant program 
within 60 days of enactment of this Act. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 94, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘reduced by $55,000,000’’. 
Page 94, line 15, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘reduced by $55,000,000’’. 
Page 150, line 8, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘increased by $55,000,000’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, this amendment would re-
move the $55 million increase—and 
only the increase—from the Homeless 
Assistance Grant Program and transfer 
that same amount into the Spending 
Reduction account. 

I understand that times are tough na-
tionwide—that they are tough for fami-
lies, that they are tough for businesses 
and that everyone has to cut back. We 
have to live within our means, but the 
fact remains that we are broke as a 
country. Our Federal Government is in 
massive, massive debt. According to 
the committee report, the $55 million 
increase proposed for this program 
would be used to increase funding for 
the Continuum of Care Projects and 
Emergency Solutions Grants. 

Madam Chairman, these are worthy 
programs. They help a lot of people 

who are transitioning out of homeless-
ness, but I’m not asking that we cut 
their funding. Not at all. I’m simply 
asking that we hold the line—fund 
what we have been funding and put the 
rest of this large increase towards fix-
ing our Nation’s debt crisis. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairwoman, I 
must rise in opposition to the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

I think everyone needs to understand 
that we already cut $7.7 billion from 
what was provided in 2013 and that this 
is actually $4.4 billion less than the 
current rate of spending under seques-
tration. So everybody talks about se-
questration when, in this bill, we are 
actually $4.4 billion less than that al-
ready. To deliver this fiscally respon-
sible reduction, we carefully prioritized 
programs to preserve housing options 
for families that are already counting 
on HUD for support in 2014. 

The funding level provided reflects 
what is required to renew commit-
ments by HUD to State and local pro-
grams that serve the homeless. With 
less funding, homeless shelters and 
other service providers will operate at 
a lower capacity or, Madam Chairman, 
many of them will close, putting peo-
ple who currently need help at risk. 

For those reasons, Madam Chair-
woman, I urge a ‘‘no’’ on this amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. NADLER. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chairman, I 
listened carefully to the gentleman 
from Georgia, who talks about the fis-
cal crisis—that this country is broke 
and that we have to cut spending dras-
tically. This country is not broke. This 
country is the wealthiest country in 
the world, but we are breaking our-
selves, and we are breaking ourselves 
by cutting too much and by following a 
silly economic policy. 

When President Obama took office, 
this country had a deficit in the first 
fiscal year of $1.6 trillion. That was the 
last Bush budget, because, in the first 
year of any President, he is living 
under the former budget. The budget 
passed just before he took office. 

b 2130 

We had a $1.6 trillion budget deficit, 
and we were losing 800,000 jobs a 
month. The President and the Demo-
cratic Congress decided that to reduce 
the deficit and to reduce unemploy-
ment, we had to spend some money to 
stimulate the economy. We had to put 
money into infrastructure, into jobs; 
and we did it. Congress passed it. It 
didn’t do enough. But the fact is, with-

in a year, we were gaining 250,000 jobs 
a month instead of losing 800,000 a 
month. We turned the economy around 
by a million jobs a month, and the def-
icit started falling. 

The deficit has fallen like a rock. It’s 
been reduced by 60 percent since the 
2009 fiscal year. We’ve had the fastest 
deficit reduction in the last 3 years 
since the demobilization after World 
War II; and, frankly, it’s going too fast. 
Any economist will tell you that the 
too-rapid reduction in Federal spend-
ing is hindering the economy and hurt-
ing jobs. 

The sequester has probably cut about 
one point off the gross domestic prod-
uct. We have done what we have to do 
on the deficit for now. We have to do 
more in the long term. For now, it’s 
still dropping like a rock. It’s been cut 
by 60 percent. And now we ought to 
pivot and create jobs, even if that 
means spending money, but certainly 
not by cutting so much more. When we 
create jobs, that creates tax revenues; 
it reduces expenditures on things like 
unemployment and food stamps and re-
duces the deficit. 

If you want to see exactly what hap-
pened—it’s rare in life that you get a 
controlled experiment. The economies 
in the United States and Europe 
tracked. They collapsed in 2007 until 
2009. In 2009, they started going up 
slowly, and they kept going up until 
2010. In 2010, the U.S. economy kept 
going up slowly, and the European 
economies went into a double-dip re-
cession and tanked and unemployment 
went way up. Why? Because in Europe 
in 2010, they did what the American 
voters wisely refused to do, they elect-
ed conservative governments which cut 
spending much more and which en-
dorsed austerity policies. What did 
they get? Higher unemployment and 
higher deficits. 

When I hear this rhetoric, it’s just 
backwards. We’ve done enough on the 
deficit for now. We have more to do 
later, but for now we ought to create 
jobs. That will reduce the deficit by in-
creasing employment, by increasing 
tax revenues from people who are em-
ployed, and by decreasing expenditures 
that go up when there’s unemploy-
ment, mainly food stamps and unem-
ployment insurance. 

I just had to say that this rhetoric is 
just wrong. The policies that we keep 
hearing about from that side of the 
aisle are driving us more and more into 
debt and more and more into unem-
ployment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Madam 

Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Madam 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment as this is one of the few ac-
counts in this bill which reached an in-
crease; yet it is still nearly $3 million 
below the President’s request and ac-
tual need. 
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As it is, HUD and homeless providers 

are skeptical that the amount provided 
in the bill is sufficient to provide the 
same level of services that we provided 
last year. Reducing this account would 
further jeopardize our Nation’s ability 
to provide housing for the homeless. 

I oppose this amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSING PROGRAMS 
PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For activities and assistance for the provi-
sion of project-based subsidy contracts under 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) (‘‘the Act’’), not other-
wise provided for, $9,050,672,000, to remain 
available until expended, shall be available 
on October 1, 2013 (in addition to the 
$400,000,000 previously appropriated under 
this heading that became available October 
1, 2013), and $400,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, shall be available on October 
1, 2014: Provided, That the amounts made 
available under this heading shall be avail-
able for expiring or terminating section 8 
project-based subsidy contracts (including 
section 8 moderate rehabilitation contracts), 
for amendments to section 8 project-based 
subsidy contracts (including section 8 mod-
erate rehabilitation contracts), for contracts 
entered into pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 11401), for renewal of section 8 con-
tracts for units in projects that are subject 
to approved plans of action under the Emer-
gency Low Income Housing Preservation Act 
of 1987 or the Low-Income Housing Preserva-
tion and Resident Homeownership Act of 
1990, and for administrative and other ex-
penses associated with project-based activi-
ties and assistance funded under this para-
graph: Provided further, That of the total 
amounts provided under this heading, up to 
$200,000,000 may be transferred to the Office 
of Housing for the administration of con-
tracts funded under this heading: Provided 
further, That amounts recaptured under this 
heading, the heading ‘‘Annual Contributions 
for Assisted Housing’’, or the heading ‘‘Hous-
ing Certificate Fund’’ may be used for renew-
als of or amendments to section 8 project- 
based contracts, notwithstanding the pur-
poses for which such amounts were appro-
priated: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, upon 
the request of the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development, project funds that are 
held in residual receipts accounts for any 
project subject to a section 8 project-based 
Housing Assistance Payments contract that 
authorizes HUD to require that surplus 
project funds be deposited in an interest- 
bearing residual receipts account and that 
are in excess of an amount to be determined 
by the Secretary, shall be remitted to the 
Department and deposited in this account, to 

be available until expended: Provided further, 
That amounts deposited pursuant to the pre-
vious proviso shall be available in addition 
to the amount otherwise provided by this 
heading for uses authorized under this head-
ing. 

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 
For amendments to capital advance con-

tracts for housing for the elderly, as author-
ized by section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959, 
as amended, and for project rental assistance 
for the elderly under section 202(c)(2) of such 
Act, including amendments to contracts for 
such assistance and renewal of expiring con-
tracts for such assistance for up to a 1-year 
term, and for senior preservation rental as-
sistance contracts, as authorized by section 
811(e) of the American Housing and Eco-
nomic Opportunity Act of 2000, as amended, 
and for supportive services associated with 
the housing, $374,627,000 to remain available 
until September 30, 2017: Provided, That of 
the amount provided under this heading, up 
to $70,000,000 shall be for service coordinators 
and the continuation of existing congregate 
service grants for residents of assisted hous-
ing projects: Provided further, That amounts 
under this heading shall be available for Real 
Estate Assessment Center inspections and 
inspection-related activities associated with 
section 202 projects: Provided further, That 
the Secretary may waive the provisions of 
section 202 governing the terms and condi-
tions of project rental assistance, except 
that the initial contract term for such as-
sistance shall not exceed 5 years in duration: 
Provided further, That upon the request of 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, project funds that are held in residual 
receipts accounts for any project subject to a 
section 202 project rental assistance contract 
and that upon termination of such contract 
are in excess of an amount to be determined 
by the Secretary shall be remitted to the De-
partment and deposited in this account, to 
be available until September 30, 2017: Pro-
vided further, That amounts deposited in this 
account pursuant to the previous proviso 
shall be available, in addition to the 
amounts otherwise provided by this heading, 
for the purposes authorized under this head-
ing, and such funds, together with such other 
funds, may be used by the Secretary for dem-
onstration programs to test housing with 
services models for the elderly: Provided fur-
ther, That unobligated balances, including 
recaptures and carryover, remaining from 
funds transferred to or appropriated under 
this heading may be used for the current 
purposes authorized under this heading, not-
withstanding the purposes for which such 
funds were originally appropriated. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LATHAM 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chair, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 96, line 9, strike ‘‘(in addition to the 

$400,000,000 previously appropriated under 
this heading that became available October 
1, 2013), and’’ and insert ‘‘, of which 
$400,000,000 was previously appropriated 
under this heading to be available October 1, 
2013; and in addition,’’. 

Mr. LATHAM (during the reading). 
Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairwoman, 

this is purely a technical amendment 

clarifying the funds available for the 
project-based rental assistance ac-
count. 

It was our intention to provide the 
same amount for the rental contracts 
in FY 14 as was provided in FY 13. How-
ever, because of a clerical error that 
was carried forward in the CBO scor-
ing, we need this amendment to keep 
the bill within our 302(b) allocation. 
This amendment does not change the 
committee’s intention of level-funding 
the project-based rental contracts. 

I urge the adoption of the amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Madam 
Chairwoman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Madam 
Chairwoman, the gentleman has 
cleared this amendment with our side, 
and it makes technical corrections to 
the section of the bill. 

We have no objection to this amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LATHAM). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Ms. JENKINS. Madam Chairwoman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Kansas is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. JENKINS. Madam Chairwoman, I 
would like to thank Chairman LATHAM 
for his work in crafting this appropria-
tion bill to fund our Federal transpor-
tation and housing programs. This al-
ready difficult task was made more dif-
ficult because of the House’s adherence 
to the sequestration cuts, and I ap-
plaud the entire committee for work-
ing within these parameters. 

I’d also like to rise in support of a 
provision to strengthen the safety net 
for our veterans in need by making 
some changes to the HUD Veterans Af-
fairs Supportive Housing or HUD- 
VASH program. The HUD-VASH pro-
gram is an example of a program wor-
thy of Federal funding. It helps our 
homeless veterans who served and de-
fended our Nation to obtain viable 
housing assistance. I believe that we 
can all agree that supporting our vet-
erans, particularly our homeless vet-
erans, is a worthy and worthwhile ini-
tiative. Veterans and their families 
sacrifice tremendously to fight to pre-
serve the freedoms you and I enjoy. 

After discussing the program with 
communities in Kansas, I believe there 
are several changes that can be made 
in order to improve delivery of the pro-
gram from local housing authorities to 
veterans. The changes would direct 
that the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development track HUD-VASH 
vouchers after they’ve been awarded to 
public housing agencies to ensure these 
funds are able to be fully utilized to 
help homeless veterans. This will aid 
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housing agencies in differentiating 
VASH vouchers from other section 9 
vouchers in the same pool. The sug-
gested changes would also require the 
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment to work with public agen-
cies to adopt a simple process for re-
porting HUD-VASH vouchers from one 
community to another based on need 
by a community’s homeless veterans. 
Streamlining this process would give 
flexibility to our communities to en-
sure that VASH vouchers are utilized 
by as many qualified veterans as pos-
sible. 

Finally, my proposal would require 
HUD to implement a guidance recog-
nizing the delay that public housing 
authorities sometimes face in distrib-
uting a HUD-VASH voucher while a 
veteran is in a drug or alcohol rehabili-
tation program. This will continue to 
allow housing agencies to reserve HUD- 
VASH vouchers for these homeless vet-
erans without it affecting their admin-
istrative performance in the eyes of the 
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment. 

Mr. LATHAM. Will the gentlewoman 
yield? 

Ms. JENKINS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairwoman, I 
want to thank the gentlelady for her 
concern about housing for our Nation’s 
most vulnerable veterans. I agree with 
her that we should do everything in our 
power to ensure that the HUD-VASH 
program works and serves homeless 
veterans in the most efficient manner 
possible. 

I look forward to working with the 
gentlelady on her concerns and would 
encourage the authorizers to look at 
this issue as they consider reforms 
across the housing programs. 

Ms. JENKINS. Madam Chair, re-
claiming my time, again I would like 
to thank the chairman for his commit-
ment to our Nation’s veterans. I be-
lieve that he and I recognize that, just 
as it is critical to support our troops in 
the midst of combat, we must also en-
sure that our veterans receive the 
highest quality of care and service 
upon their return home. 

I would thank him again, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 

For amendments to capital advance con-
tracts for supportive housing for persons 
with disabilities, as authorized by section 811 
of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford-
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013), for project 
rental assistance for supportive housing for 
persons with disabilities under section 
811(d)(2) of such Act and for project assist-
ance contracts pursuant to section 202(h) of 
the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 86–372; 73 
Stat. 667), including amendments to con-
tracts for such assistance and renewal of ex-
piring contracts for such assistance for up to 
a 1-year term, for project rental assistance 
to State housing finance agencies and other 
appropriate entities as authorized under sec-
tion 811(b)(3) of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Housing Act, and for supportive serv-

ices associated with the housing for persons 
with disabilities as authorized by section 
811(b)(1) of such Act, $126,000,000 to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That amounts made available under this 
heading shall be available for Real Estate 
Assessment Center inspections and inspec-
tion-related activities associated with sec-
tion 811 Projects: Provided further, That, not-
withstanding any other provision of law, 
upon the request of the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development, project funds that 
are held in residual receipts accounts for any 
project subject to a section 811 project rental 
assistance contract and that upon termi-
nation of such contract are in excess of an 
amount to be determined by the Secretary 
shall be remitted to the Department and de-
posited in this account, to be available until 
expended: Provided further, That amounts de-
posited in this account pursuant to the pre-
vious proviso shall be available in addition 
to the amounts otherwise provided by this 
heading for the purposes authorized under 
this heading: Provided further, That unobli-
gated balances, including recaptures and car-
ryover, remaining from funds transferred to 
or appropriated under this heading may be 
used for the current purposes authorized 
under this heading notwithstanding the pur-
poses for which such funds originally were 
appropriated. 

HOUSING COUNSELING ASSISTANCE 
For contracts, grants, and other assistance 

excluding loans, as authorized under section 
106 of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968, as amended, $35,000,000, including 
up to $4,500,000 for administrative contract 
services, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2014: Provided, That grants made 
available from amounts provided under this 
heading shall be awarded within 120 days of 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
funds shall be used for providing counseling 
and advice to tenants and homeowners, both 
current and prospective, with respect to 
property maintenance, financial manage-
ment/literacy, and such other matters as 
may be appropriate to assist them in improv-
ing their housing conditions, meeting their 
financial needs, and fulfilling the respon-
sibilities of tenancy or homeownership; for 
program administration; and for housing 
counselor training. 

OTHER ASSISTED HOUSING PROGRAMS 
RENTAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 

For amendments to contracts under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 
236(f)(2) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–1) in State-aided, noninsured 
rental housing projects, $21,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That such 
amount, together with unobligated balances 
from recaptured amounts appropriated prior 
to fiscal year 2006 from terminated contracts 
under such sections of law, and any unobli-
gated balances, including recaptures and car-
ryover, remaining from funds appropriated 
under this heading after fiscal year 2005, 
shall also be available for extensions of up to 
one year for expiring contracts under such 
sections of law. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairwoman, I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 102, line 9, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘reduced by $5,000,000’’. 
Page 150, line 8, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘increased by $5,000,000’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, this amendment would sim-
ply reduce the $19.7 million increase 
proposed for the rental housing assist-
ance program under HUD by $5 million, 
putting this amount in the spending re-
duction account. 

As before, this would not be a cut to 
this program. It wouldn’t even bring 
funding back to the 2013 levels like 
many amendments that I’ve offered 
today would have done. Instead, it 
would allow for a $14.7 million increase 
to this program instead of the $19.7 
million increase. 

I’m not arguing the merits of this 
program, Madam Chairman; but as I’ve 
said before, and I’ll say it again, this 
country is broke. 

I commend the subcommittee and the 
chairman, my friend, Mr. LATHAM, for 
making some tough choices in this bill. 
He’s done a great job in doing so, and I 
applaud his efforts. But if we want to 
solve our current fiscal crisis, we must 
continue to make very careful deci-
sions. This is a small reduction, and it 
will just help in the process of getting 
our government to living within its 
means. 

I urge support of my amendment, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairwoman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairwoman, I 
rise in opposition to the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The gentleman said there’s a big dif-
ference as far as an increase in funding 
in this account from last year. The fact 
of the matter is that what was actually 
spent was not increased and will not be 
increased this year. We recaptured a 
great deal of money from accounts pre-
viously to fund our bill last year. So 
the funding level is actually the same 
as what it was last year. 

The bill funds the rental housing as-
sistance at $21 million, which is the 
amount with the recapture from last 
year that was spent, and this amount is 
necessary to fund 18,000 existing long- 
term project-based rental assistance 
contracts. This will ensure that these 
units remain available for low-income 
families. 

The bill funding levels are not arbi-
trary, Madam Chairwoman. We have 
scrubbed these accounts. We’ve held 
hearings on them and made rec-
ommendations on what must be fund-
ed. Again, although it appears a size-
able increase, in fact, it is not because 
of the recapture we had from last year. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on the amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Madam 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Madam 
Chair, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. 

This account renews long-term as-
sistance contracts, and the number 
varies from year to year. The amount 
needed to renew these contracts de-
pends on how many agreements HUD 
entered into years ago, not the number 
we renewed last year. Reducing the 
funding in this account will threaten 
the viability of these units if the fund-
ing is not preserved. 

I oppose the amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

RENT SUPPLEMENT 

(RESCISSION) 

Of the amounts recaptured from termi-
nated contracts under section 101 of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 1965 
(12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 236 of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–1) 
$3,500,000 are rescinded: Provided, That no 
amounts may be rescinded from amounts 
that were designated by the Congress as an 
emergency requirement pursuant to the Con-
current Resolution on the Budget or the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985, as amended. 

PAYMENT TO MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES 
TRUST FUND 

For necessary expenses as authorized by 
the National Manufactured Housing Con-
struction and Safety Standards Act of 1974 
(42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.), up to $6,530,000, to re-
main available until expended, to be derived 
from the Manufactured Housing Fees Trust 
Fund: Provided, That not to exceed the total 
amount appropriated under this heading 
shall be available from the general fund of 
the Treasury to the extent necessary to 
incur obligations and make expenditures 
pending the receipt of collections to the 
Fund pursuant to section 620 of such Act: 
Provided further, That the amount made 
available under this heading from the gen-
eral fund shall be reduced as such collections 
are received during fiscal year 2014 so as to 
result in a final fiscal year 2014 appropria-
tion from the general fund estimated at zero 
and fees pursuant to such section 620 shall be 
modified as necessary to ensure such a final 
fiscal year 2014 appropriation: Provided fur-
ther, That for the dispute resolution and in-
stallation programs, the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development may assess and 
collect fees from any program participant: 
Provided further, That such collections shall 
be deposited into the Fund, and the Sec-
retary, as provided herein, may use such col-
lections, as well as fees collected under sec-
tion 620, for necessary expenses of such Act: 
Provided further, That, notwithstanding the 
requirements of section 620 of such Act, the 
Secretary may carry out responsibilities of 
the Secretary under such Act through the 
use of approved service providers that are 
paid directly by the recipients of their serv-
ices. 

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 

MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

New commitments to guarantee single 
family loans insured under the Mutual Mort-

gage Insurance Fund shall not exceed 
$400,000,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2015: Provided, That during fis-
cal year 2014, obligations to make direct 
loans to carry out the purposes of section 
204(g) of the National Housing Act, as 
amended, shall not exceed $20,000,000: Pro-
vided further, That the foregoing amount in 
the previous proviso shall be for loans to 
nonprofit and governmental entities in con-
nection with sales of single family real prop-
erties owned by the Secretary and formerly 
insured under the Mutual Mortgage Insur-
ance Fund. For administrative contract ex-
penses of the Federal Housing Administra-
tion, $127,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2015: Provided further, That to 
the extent guaranteed loan commitments ex-
ceed $200,000,000,000 on or before April 1, 2013, 
an additional $1,400 for administrative con-
tract expenses shall be available for each 
$1,000,000 in additional guaranteed loan com-
mitments (including a pro rata amount for 
any amount below $1,000,000), but in no case 
shall funds made available by this proviso 
exceed $30,000,000. 
GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

New commitments to guarantee loans in-
sured under the General and Special Risk In-
surance Funds, as authorized by sections 238 
and 519 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–3 and 1735c), shall not exceed 
$30,000,000,000 in total loan principal, any 
part of which is to be guaranteed, to remain 
available until September 30, 2015: Provided, 
That during fiscal year 2014, gross obliga-
tions for the principal amount of direct 
loans, as authorized by sections 204(g), 207(l), 
238, and 519(a) of the National Housing Act, 
shall not exceed $20,000,000, which shall be 
for loans to nonprofit and governmental en-
tities in connection with the sale of single 
family real properties owned by the Sec-
retary and formerly insured under such Act. 

GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE 
ASSOCIATION 

GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES 
LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

New commitments to issue guarantees to 
carry out the purposes of section 306 of the 
National Housing Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1721(g)), shall not exceed $500,000,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2015: 
Provided, That $19,000,000 shall be available 
for necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of Government National Mortgage Asso-
ciation: Provided further, That to the extent 
that guaranteed loan commitments will and 
do exceed $155,000,000,000 on or before April 1, 
2014, an additional $100 for necessary salaries 
and expenses shall be available until ex-
pended for each $1,000,000 in additional guar-
anteed loan commitments (including a pro 
rata amount for any amount below 
$1,000,000), but in no case shall funds made 
available by this proviso exceed $3,000,000: 
Provided further, That receipts from Commit-
ment and Multiclass fees collected pursuant 
to title III of the National Housing Act, as 
amended, shall be credited as offsetting col-
lections to this account. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 

For contracts, grants, and necessary ex-
penses of programs of research and studies 
relating to housing and urban problems, not 
otherwise provided for, as authorized by title 
V of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1970 (12 U.S.C. 1701z–1 et seq.), includ-
ing carrying out the functions of the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
under section 1(a)(1)(i) of Reorganization 
Plan No. 2 of 1968, $21,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2015: Provided, 
That with respect to amounts made avail-
able under this heading, notwithstanding 

section 204 of this title, the Secretary may 
enter into cooperative agreements funded 
with philanthropic entities, other Federal 
agencies, or State or local governments and 
their agencies for research projects: Provided 
further, That with respect to the previous 
proviso, such partners to the cooperative 
agreements must contribute at least a 50 
percent match toward the cost of the 
project: Provided further, That for non-com-
petitive agreements entered into in accord-
ance with the previous two provisos, the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall comply with section 2(b) of the Federal 
Funding Accountability and Transparency 
Act of 2006 (Public Law 109–282, 31 U.S.C. 
note) in lieu of compliance with section 
102(a)(4)(C) with respect to documentation of 
award decisions. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES 

For contracts, grants, and other assist-
ance, not otherwise provided for, as author-
ized by title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 
1968, as amended by the Fair Housing 
Amendments Act of 1988, and section 561 of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1987, as amended, $55,847,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2015: Provided, 
That, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, the 
Secretary may assess and collect fees to 
cover the costs of the Fair Housing Training 
Academy, and may use such funds to provide 
such training: Provided further, That no funds 
made available under this heading shall be 
used to lobby the executive or legislative 
branches of the Federal Government in con-
nection with a specific contract, grant or 
loan: Provided further, That, of the funds 
made available under this heading, $300,000 
shall be available to the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development for the creation 
and promotion of translated materials and 
other programs that support the assistance 
of persons with limited English proficiency 
in utilizing the services provided by the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. AL GREEN OF 
TEXAS 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 108, line 10, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $12,500,000)’’. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chair, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Chair, I thank the ranking member and 
I thank the chair. I would like to, if I 
may, compliment you and thank you 
for what you did with the HUD-VASH 
vouchers, the $75 million which is what 
was requested. I did join in that re-
quest, serving on Financial Services, 
and we share some jurisdiction with 
reference to the VASH vouchers. So I 
am appreciative, Mr. Chairman and Mr. 
Ranking Member, for what was done. 
And, of course, I respect anyone who 
wants to increase the amount that we 
accord our veterans. They have gone to 
distant places; and many times when 
they return, they don’t return home to 
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circumstances that we enjoy, and I’m 
eager to do all that I can to make sure 
that they have a place to call home 
when they return. 

With reference to this amendment, 
Mr. Chairman and Mr. Ranking Mem-
ber, this amendment deals with the 
Fair Housing Initiative Program and 
the Fair Housing Assistance Program. 
The Fair Housing Assistance Program 
was started in 1968, the Fair Housing 
Initiatives Program in 1987. They have 
enjoyed bipartisan support here in Con-
gress, and the purpose of these two pro-
grams happens to be that of elimi-
nation of invidious discrimination. 

Invidious discrimination does not 
know the boundaries that many of us 
assume it is limited to. We find right 
now that a good many of our persons 
who have gone to war and who are re-
turning home have been injured. A 
good many of them don’t return the 
way they left. And the truth be told, 
the greatest number of complaints that 
we have in this area of discrimination 
are related to persons who have disabil-
ities. Evidence shows us we had 27,092 
complaints in 2011 and 28,519 com-
plaints in 2012. That’s a 1,427 complaint 
increase; and disability are the great-
est percentage of these complaints, 
with 47.1 to 55.6 percent going against 
persons who have disabilities. 

This piece of legislation seeks to 
make sure that all persons—this would 
include our veterans who may have dis-
abilities—have a place to call home 
and that they are not discriminated 
against. I know ‘‘discrimination’’ is 
not a word that we like to use. I, quite 
frankly, don’t find favor with the word, 
but for making our point, we have to 
mention it because there are people 
who are suffering from it. 

I would hope that we can restore 
FHIP to the amount that was in the 
original bill from the Senate, and 
FHAP as well. This is the Fair Housing 
Initiatives Program, FHIP, and the 
Fair Housing Assistance Program, 
FHAP, as they are commonly called. 
The bill reduces FHIP to $32.2 million, 
and this amendment restores it to $44.1 
million, which is an $11.9 million in-
crease. The bill reduces the Fair Hous-
ing Assistance Program to $23.4 mil-
lion, and the amendment restores it to 
$24 million. That’s a $600,000 increase, 
making a total of a $12.5 million in-
crease. 

It is my hope that we can find a way 
to accord these programs the losses 
they are suffering because the losses go 
beyond just the numbers. They impact 
people, and a good many of these peo-
ple are our veterans. 

With that, I ask the chairman if he 
would engage me in a colloquy. 

Mr. Chairman, my assumption is that 
you have a point of order on this piece 
of legislation, the amendment, and I 
understand why; but I wanted to make 
sure that I emphasized the need to pro-
tect all persons, and I wanted to focus 
on our veterans tonight. My hope is 
that as we move forward, you and I and 
the ranking member can work together 

so that we can make sure that veterans 
are not the victims of invidious dis-
crimination. 

Mr. LATHAM. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. I yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LATHAM. I thank the gentleman 
for his most sincere concern for these 
folks who need help, and I would 
pledge, if possible, if we can find ways. 
But under our allocation, you under-
stand we have a very difficult situa-
tion, so I would have to insist on the 
point of order; but I appreciate the gen-
tleman’s efforts, and I look forward to 
working with him. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. With that, 
Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amend-
ment. I hope that we can find that 
common ground that you mentioned, 
and I look forward to working with the 
ranking member who has always done 
whatever he can to help our veterans 
as well. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 108, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $150,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Madam Chair, this is 
an amendment that relates to fair 
housing programs, and specifically the 
part of the program regarding the Lim-
ited English Proficiency Initiative. 

This is a small program that is 
capped in the bill presently at $300,000. 
The President had asked that this be 
increased to $500,000. We now offer an 
amendment that would increase it to 
$450,000, still less than what the Presi-
dent offered, but nowhere near what a 
program like this actually justifies. I 
want to point out we’re not taking 
away from any other programs. We are 
just slightly lifting the cap on this par-
ticular program to allow the purpose of 
this program to be carried out. 

This initiative is vital to ensuring 
that individuals who are not proficient 
in English are aware of their rights, 
able to understand the terms of leases 
and other housing-related documents, 
and able to receive important an-
nouncements that affect the health and 
safety of their households. 

In addition, the initiative educates 
the HUD-assisted housing providers on 
their responsibilities under Federal law 
and HUD regulations to ensure that 
their housing programs and activities 
are fully accessible to all, regardless of 
national origin or English proficiency. 

Finally, the initiative saves HUD 
staff time as it helps HUD to more effi-
ciently communicate with and, there-
by, serve the needs of people who are 
not proficient in English. 

Madam Chair, I have heard from time 
to time that the folks on the other side 

of the aisle are looking for some way to 
reach out to the Hispanic community 
and make their party more appealing 
to the Hispanic community here in 
America. We have to realize that there 
are over 40 million Americans who do 
not speak English as their first lan-
guage. This is a tiny program that is 
meant to allow for people who do not 
have English proficiency to have some 
of the same benefits and benefit from 
the same programs as those who do. 
Certainly it would be a very small and 
minor concession on the part of the 
folks on the other side of the aisle to 
give this little nod to the Hispanic 
community and show their concern 
that we have equal protection under 
the law for all, regardless of whether 
they are English speaking or Spanish 
speaking or speak some other lan-
guage. 

Since Congress initiated this pro-
gram in fiscal year 2008, the Depart-
ment has used this funding to translate 
vital HUD documents, such as model 
leases, fair housing complaint forms, 
statements of residents’ rights and re-
sponsibilities, information on how to 
become a first-time homeowner, how to 
avoid loan fraud and foreclosure, and 
fair housing information for disaster 
housing providers and survivors. 

This request will not only fund trans-
lation of HUD documents and printing, 
but also oral interpretation services at 
HUD events, oral interpretation for 
persons seeking access to HUD services 
by telephone, acquisition of technology 
that conducts simultaneous oral trans-
lation, marketing of HUD’s language 
access services to populations that 
need them, and public education on the 
availability of and the right to obtain 
information regarding HUD-funded 
services in multiple languages. 

Given the tiny amount of money 
that’s involved here, this program has 
been extraordinarily effective. In the 
last year for which we have statistics, 
almost 30,000 people benefited from a 
program that cost the Federal Govern-
ment only $300,000. This program has 
been incredibly cost effective. It is 
very much needed by Hispanics 
throughout America and other minori-
ties who do not have English as their 
first language. I ask the majority, my 
friends across the aisle, to consider the 
value of this program to the Hispanic 
community and everyone else in Amer-
ica. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. I rise in opposition to 

this amendment. 
This account that he is taking the 

money from is already stretched ex-
tremely thin. His amendment seeks to 
take funds away from the investiga-
tions and adjudication for fair housing 
claims. So the exact people that he’s 
talking about being concerned about, 
he is going to take away enforcement 
for fair housing. I don’t understand the 
trade-off. 
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I think that fair housing is extraor-

dinarily important, and we have 
$300,000 in this account already; and to 
rob an account that enforces the law to 
make housing available so there is no 
discrimination, whether it be Hispanic 
or any nationality in their housing, 
you don’t want to have cases where 
people, because of race, are not allowed 
in their housing. 

So I think it is ill thought out, some-
thing that certainly when you’re tak-
ing away enforcement, fair housing is 
simply the wrong account. Again, we 
have $300,000 in this account for this 
purpose. 

Madam Chair, I ask for a ‘‘no’’ vote, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Madam 
Chair, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. I rise in sup-
port of the gentleman’s amendment. It 
is his and my effort to help the major-
ity with Republican outreach to His-
panic voters. This amendment would 
increase by $150,000 the amount of 
funding HUD shall spend on translating 
documents for people who are not pro-
ficient English speakers. 

Because of our record to help the out-
reach program, we support this amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL AND 
HEALTHY HOMES 

LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION 

For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, 
as authorized by section 1011 of the Residen-
tial Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act 
of 1992, $50,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2015: Provided, That up to 
$5,000,000 of that amount shall be for the 
Healthy Homes Initiative, pursuant to sec-
tions 501 and 502 of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1970 that shall include 
research, studies, testing, and demonstration 
efforts, including education and outreach 
concerning lead-based paint poisoning and 
other housing-related diseases and hazards: 
Provided further, That for purposes of envi-
ronmental review, pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.) and other provisions of the law 
that further the purposes of such Act, a 
grant under the Healthy Homes Initiative or 
the Lead Technical Studies program under 
this heading or under prior appropriations 
Acts for such purposes under this heading, 
shall be considered to be funds for a special 
project for purposes of section 305(c) of the 
Multifamily Housing Property Disposition 
Reform Act of 1994: Provided further, That 
amounts made available under this heading 
in this or prior appropriations Acts, and that 
still remain available, may be used for any 
purpose under this heading notwithstanding 
the purpose for which such amounts were ap-
propriated if a program competition is 
undersubscribed and there are other program 
competitions under this heading that are 
oversubscribed. 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY FUND 

For the development of, modifications to, 
and infrastructure for Department-wide and 
program-specific information technology 
systems, for the continuing operation and 
maintenance of both Department-wide and 
program-specific information systems, and 
for program-related maintenance activities, 
$100,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2015: Provided, That up to 
$25,000,000 may be used for Development 
Modernization and Enhancement: Provided 
further, That any amounts transferred to 
this Fund under this Act shall remain avail-
able until expended: Provided further, That 
not more than 25 percent of the funds made 
available under this heading for Develop-
ment, Modernization and Enhancement, in-
cluding development and deployment of a 
Next Generation Management System and 
development and deployment of modernized 
Federal Housing Administration systems 
may be obligated until the Secretary sub-
mits to the Committees on Appropriations 
and the Comptroller General of the United 
States a plan for expenditure that—(A) pro-
vides for all information technology invest-
ments: (i) the cost and schedule baselines 
with explanations for each associated vari-
ance, (ii) the status of functional and per-
formance capabilities delivered or planned to 
be delivered, and (iii) mitigation strategies 
to address identified risks; (B) outlines ac-
tivities to ensure strategic, consistent, and 
effective application of information tech-
nology management controls: (i) enterprise 
architecture, (ii) project management, (iii) 
investment management, and (iv) human 
capital management. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Inspector General in carrying out 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amend-
ed, $124,000,000: Provided, That the Inspector 
General shall have independent authority 
over all personnel issues within this office. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

SEC. 201. Fifty percent of the amounts of 
budget authority, or in lieu thereof 50 per-
cent of the cash amounts associated with 
such budget authority, that are recaptured 
from projects described in section 1012(a) of 
the Stewart B. McKinney Homeless Assist-
ance Amendments Act of 1988 (42 U.S.C. 1437 
note) shall be cancelled or in the case of 
cash, shall be remitted to the Treasury, and 
such amounts of budget authority or cash re-
captured and not cancelled or remitted to 
the Treasury shall be used by State housing 
finance agencies or local governments or 
local housing agencies with projects ap-
proved by the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development for which settlement oc-
curred after January 1, 1992, in accordance 
with such section. Notwithstanding the pre-
vious sentence, the Secretary may award up 
to 15 percent of the budget authority or cash 
recaptured and not cancelled or remitted to 
the Treasury to provide project owners with 
incentives to refinance their project at a 
lower interest rate. 

SEC. 202. None of the amounts made avail-
able under this Act may be used during fiscal 
year 2014 to investigate or prosecute under 
the Fair Housing Act any otherwise lawful 
activity engaged in by one or more persons, 
including the filing or maintaining of a non-
frivolous legal action, that is engaged in 
solely for the purpose of achieving or pre-
venting action by a Government official or 
entity, or a court of competent jurisdiction. 

SEC. 203. Sections 203 and 209 of division C 
of Public Law 112–55 (125 Stat. 693–694) shall 
apply during fiscal year 2014 as if such sec-
tions were included in this title, except that 

during such fiscal year such sections shall be 
applied by substituting ‘‘fiscal year 2014’’ for 
‘‘fiscal year 2011’’ and ‘‘fiscal year 2012’’, 
each place such terms appear. 

SEC. 204. Except as explicitly provided in 
law, any grant, cooperative agreement or 
other assistance made pursuant to title II of 
this Act shall be made on a competitive basis 
and in accordance with section 102 of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
Reform Act of 1989 (42 U.S.C. 3545). 

SEC. 205. Funds of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development subject to the 
Government Corporation Control Act or sec-
tion 402 of the Housing Act of 1950 shall be 
available, without regard to the limitations 
on administrative expenses, for legal serv-
ices on a contract or fee basis, and for uti-
lizing and making payment for services and 
facilities of the Federal National Mortgage 
Association, Government National Mortgage 
Association, Federal Home Loan Mortgage 
Corporation, Federal Financing Bank, Fed-
eral Reserve banks or any member thereof, 
Federal Home Loan banks, and any insured 
bank within the meaning of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation Act, as amended 
(12 U.S.C. 1811–1). 

SEC. 206. Unless otherwise provided for in 
this Act or through a reprogramming of 
funds, no part of any appropriation for the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall be available for any program, 
project or activity in excess of amounts set 
forth in the budget estimates submitted to 
Congress. 

SEC. 207. Corporations and agencies of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment which are subject to the Government 
Corporation Control Act are hereby author-
ized to make such expenditures, within the 
limits of funds and borrowing authority 
available to each such corporation or agency 
and in accordance with law, and to make 
such contracts and commitments without re-
gard to fiscal year limitations as provided by 
section 104 of such Act as may be necessary 
in carrying out the programs set forth in the 
budget for 2014 for such corporation or agen-
cy except as hereinafter provided: Provided, 
That collections of these corporations and 
agencies may be used for new loan or mort-
gage purchase commitments only to the ex-
tent expressly provided for in this Act (un-
less such loans are in support of other forms 
of assistance provided for in this or prior ap-
propriations Acts), except that this proviso 
shall not apply to the mortgage insurance or 
guaranty operations of these corporations, 
or where loans or mortgage purchases are 
necessary to protect the financial interest of 
the United States Government. 

SEC. 208. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall provide quarterly 
reports to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations regarding all uncommit-
ted, unobligated, recaptured and excess funds 
in each program and activity within the ju-
risdiction of the Department and shall sub-
mit additional, updated budget information 
to these Committees upon request. 

SEC. 209. The President’s formal budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2015, as well as the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment’s congressional budget justifications to 
be submitted to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, shall use the identical ac-
count and sub-account structure provided 
under this Act. 

SEC. 210. A public housing agency or such 
other entity that administers Federal hous-
ing assistance for the Housing Authority of 
the county of Los Angeles, California, the 
States of Alaska, Iowa, and Mississippi shall 
not be required to include a resident of pub-
lic housing or a recipient of assistance pro-
vided under section 8 of the United States 
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Housing Act of 1937 on the board of directors 
or a similar governing board of such agency 
or entity as required under section (2)(b) of 
such Act. Each public housing agency or 
other entity that administers Federal hous-
ing assistance under section 8 for the Hous-
ing Authority of the county of Los Angeles, 
California and the States of Alaska, Iowa 
and Mississippi that chooses not to include a 
resident of public housing or a recipient of 
section 8 assistance on the board of directors 
or a similar governing board shall establish 
an advisory board of not less than six resi-
dents of public housing or recipients of sec-
tion 8 assistance to provide advice and com-
ment to the public housing agency or other 
administering entity on issues related to 
public housing and section 8. Such advisory 
board shall meet not less than quarterly. 

SEC. 211. No funds provided under this title 
may be used for an audit of the Government 
National Mortgage Association that makes 
applicable requirements under the Federal 
Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661 et 
seq.). 

SEC. 212. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, subject to the conditions 
listed in subsection (b), for fiscal years 2014 
and 2015, the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may authorize the transfer of 
some or all project-based assistance, debt 
and statutorily required low-income and 
very low-income use restrictions, associated 
with one or more multifamily housing 
project to another multifamily housing 
project or projects. 

(b) PHASED TRANSFERS.—Transfers of 
project-based assistance under this section 
may be done in phases to accommodate the 
financing and other requirements related to 
rehabilitating or constructing the project or 
projects to which the assistance is trans-
ferred, to ensure that such project or 
projects meet the standards under section 
(c). 

(c) The transfer authorized in subsection 
(a) is subject to the following conditions: 

(1) NUMBER AND BEDROOM SIZE OF UNITS.— 
(A) For occupied units in the transferring 

project: the number of low-income and very 
low-income units and the configuration (i.e. 
bedroom size) provided by the transferring 
project shall be no less than when trans-
ferred to the receiving project or projects 
and the net dollar amount of Federal assist-
ance provided by the transferring project 
shall remain the same in the receiving 
project or projects. 

(B) For unoccupied units in the transfer-
ring project: the Secretary may authorize a 
reduction in the number of dwelling units in 
the receiving project or projects to allow for 
a reconfiguration of bedroom sizes to meet 
current market demands, as determined by 
the Secretary and provided there is no in-
crease in the project-based section 8 budget 
authority. 

(2) The net dollar amount of Federal assist-
ance provided to the transferring project 
shall remain the same as the receiving 
project or projects. 

(3) The transferring project shall, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, be either physically 
obsolete or economically nonviable. 

(4) The receiving project or projects shall 
meet or exceed applicable physical standards 
established by the Secretary. 

(5) The owner or mortgagor of the transfer-
ring project shall notify and consult with the 
tenants residing in the transferring project 
and provide a certification of approval by all 
appropriate local governmental officials. 

(6) The tenants of the transferring project 
who remain eligible for assistance to be pro-
vided by the receiving project or projects 
shall not be required to vacate their units in 
the transferring project or projects until new 
units in the receiving project are available 
for occupancy. 

(7) The Secretary determines that this 
transfer is in the best interest of the tenants. 

(8) If either the transferring project or the 
receiving project or projects meets the con-
dition specified in subsection (d)(2)(A), any 
lien on the receiving project resulting from 
additional financing obtained by the owner 
shall be subordinate to any FHA-insured 
mortgage lien transferred to, or placed on, 
such project by the Secretary, except that 
the Secretary may waive this requirement 
upon determination that such a waiver is 
necessary to facilitate the financing of ac-
quisition, construction, and/or rehabilitation 
of the receiving project or projects. 

(9) If the transferring project meets the re-
quirements of subsection (c)(2)(E), the owner 
or mortgagor of the receiving project or 
projects shall execute and record either a 
continuation of the existing use agreement 
or a new use agreement for the project 
where, in either case, any use restrictions in 
such agreement are of no lesser duration 
than the existing use restrictions. 

(10) The transfer does not increase the cost 
(as defined in section 502 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, as amended) of any 
FHA-insured mortgage, except to the extent 
that appropriations are provided in advance 
for the amount of any such increased cost. 

(d) For purposes of this section— 
(1) the terms ‘‘low-income’’ and ‘‘very low- 

income’’ shall have the meanings provided 
by the statute and/or regulations governing 
the program under which the project is in-
sured or assisted; 

(2) the term ‘‘multifamily housing project’’ 
means housing that meets one of the fol-
lowing conditions— 

(A) housing that is subject to a mortgage 
insured under the National Housing Act; 

(B) housing that has project-based assist-
ance attached to the structure including 
projects undergoing mark to market debt re-
structuring under the Multifamily Assisted 
Housing Reform and Affordability Housing 
Act; 

(C) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959 as amended by 
section 801 of the Cranston-Gonzales Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act; 

(D) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959, as such sec-
tion existed before the enactment of the 
Cranston-Gonzales National Affordable 
Housing Act; 

(E) housing that is assisted under section 
811 of the Cranston-Gonzales National Af-
fordable Housing Act; or 

(F) housing or vacant land that is subject 
to a use agreement; 

(3) the term ‘‘project-based assistance’’ 
means— 

(A) assistance provided under section 8(b) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937; 

(B) assistance for housing constructed or 
substantially rehabilitated pursuant to as-
sistance provided under section 8(b)(2) of 
such Act (as such section existed imme-
diately before October 1, 1983); 

(C) rent supplement payments under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965; 

(D) interest reduction payments under sec-
tion 236 and/or additional assistance pay-
ments under section 236(f)(2) of the National 
Housing Act; 

(E) assistance payments made under sec-
tion 202(c)(2) of the Housing Act of 1959; and 

(F) assistance payments made under sec-
tion 811(d)(2) of the Housing Act of 1959; 

(4) the term ‘‘receiving project or projects’’ 
means the multifamily housing project or 
projects to which some or all of the project- 
based assistance, debt, and statutorily re-
quired use low-income and very low-income 
restrictions are to be transferred; 

(5) the term ‘‘transferring project’’ means 
the multifamily housing project which is 
transferring some or all of the project-based 
assistance, debt and the statutorily required 
low-income and very low-income use restric-
tions to the receiving project or projects; 
and 

(6) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development. 

(e) The Secretary shall publish by notice in 
the Federal Register the terms and condi-
tions, including criteria for HUD approval, of 
transfers pursuant to this section no later 
than 30 days before the effective date of such 
notice. 

SEC. 213. (a) No assistance shall be provided 
under section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f) to any individual 
who— 

(1) is enrolled as a student at an institu-
tion of higher education (as defined under 
section 102 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)); 

(2) is under 24 years of age; 
(3) is not a veteran; 
(4) is unmarried; 
(5) does not have a dependent child; 
(6) is not a person with disabilities, as such 

term is defined in section 3(b)(3)(E) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437a(b)(3)(E)) and was not receiving assist-
ance under such section 8 as of November 30, 
2005; and 

(7) is not otherwise individually eligible, or 
has parents who, individually or jointly, are 
not eligible, to receive assistance under sec-
tion 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f). 

(b) For purposes of determining the eligi-
bility of a person to receive assistance under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f), any financial assistance 
(in excess of amounts received for tuition 
and any other required fees and charges) 
that an individual receives under the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.), 
from private sources, or an institution of 
higher education (as defined under the High-
er Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)), 
shall be considered income to that indi-
vidual, except for a person over the age of 23 
with dependent children. 

SEC. 214. The funds made available for Na-
tive Alaskans under the heading ‘‘Native 
American Housing Block Grants’’ in title II 
of this Act shall be allocated to the same Na-
tive Alaskan housing block grant recipients 
that received funds in fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 215. Notwithstanding the limitation in 
the first sentence of section 255(g) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1725z–20(g)), the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment may, until September 30, 2014, insure 
and enter into commitments to insure mort-
gages under such section 255. 

SEC. 216. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, in fiscal year 2014, in managing 
and disposing of any multifamily property 
that is owned or has a mortgage held by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and during the process of foreclosure 
on any property with a contract for rental 
assistance payments under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 or other 
Federal programs, the Secretary shall main-
tain any rental assistance payments under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 and other programs that are attached to 
any dwelling units in the property. To the 
extent the Secretary determines, in con-
sultation with the tenants and the local gov-
ernment, that such a multifamily property 
owned or held by the Secretary is not fea-
sible for continued rental assistance pay-
ments under such section 8 or other pro-
grams, based on consideration of (1) the costs 
of rehabilitating and operating the property 
and all available Federal, State, and local re-
sources, including rent adjustments under 
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section 524 of the Multifamily Assisted Hous-
ing Reform and Affordability Act of 1997 
(‘‘MAHRAA’’) and (2) environmental condi-
tions that cannot be remedied in a cost-ef-
fective fashion, the Secretary may, in con-
sultation with the tenants of that property, 
contract for project-based rental assistance 
payments with an owner or owners of other 
existing housing properties, or provide other 
rental assistance. The Secretary shall also 
take appropriate steps to ensure that 
project-based contracts remain in effect 
prior to foreclosure, subject to the exercise 
of contractual abatement remedies to assist 
relocation of tenants for imminent major 
threats to health and safety after written 
notice to and informed consent of the af-
fected tenants and use of other available 
remedies, such as partial abatements or re-
ceivership. After disposition of any multi-
family property described under this section, 
the contract and allowable rent levels on 
such properties shall be subject to the re-
quirements under section 524 of MAHRAA. 

SEC. 217. During fiscal year 2014, in the pro-
vision of rental assistance under section 8(o) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f(o)) in connection with a program 
to demonstrate the economy and effective-
ness of providing such assistance for use in 
assisted living facilities that is carried out 
in the counties of the State of Michigan not-
withstanding paragraphs (3) and (18)(B)(iii) 
of such section 8(o), a family residing in an 
assisted living facility in any such county, 
on behalf of which a public housing agency 
provides assistance pursuant to section 
8(o)(18) of such Act, may be required, at the 
time the family initially receives such as-
sistance, to pay rent in an amount exceeding 
40 percent of the monthly adjusted income of 
the family by such a percentage or amount 
as the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment determines to be appropriate. 

SEC. 218. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the recipient of a grant under 
section 202b of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 
U.S.C. 1701q) after December 26, 2000, in ac-
cordance with the unnumbered paragraph at 
the end of section 202(b) of such Act, may, at 
its option, establish a single-asset nonprofit 
entity to own the project and may lend the 
grant funds to such entity, which may be a 
private nonprofit organization described in 
section 831 of the American Homeownership 
and Economic Opportunity Act of 2000. 

SEC. 219. The commitment authority fund-
ed by fees as provided under the heading 
‘‘Community Development Loan Guarantees 
Program Account’’ may be used to guar-
antee, or make commitments to guarantee, 
notes, or other obligations issued by any 
State on behalf of non-entitlement commu-
nities in the State in accordance with the re-
quirements of section 108 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974: Pro-
vided, That any State receiving such a guar-
antee or commitment shall distribute all 
funds subject to such guarantee to the units 
of general local government in non-entitle-
ment areas that received the commitment. 

SEC. 220. Public housing agencies that own 
and operate 400 or fewer public housing units 
may elect to be exempt from any asset man-
agement requirement imposed by the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development in 
connection with the operating fund rule: Pro-
vided, That an agency seeking a discontinu-
ance of a reduction of subsidy under the op-
erating fund formula shall not be exempt 
from asset management requirements. 

SEC. 221. With respect to the use of 
amounts provided in this Act and in future 
Acts for the operation, capital improvement 
and management of public housing as au-
thorized by sections 9(d) and 9(e) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437g(d) and (e)), the Secretary shall not im-

pose any requirement or guideline relating 
to asset management that restricts or limits 
in any way the use of capital funds for cen-
tral office costs pursuant to section 9(g)(1) or 
9(g)(2) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g(g)(1), (2)): Provided, That 
a public housing agency may not use capital 
funds authorized under section 9(d) for ac-
tivities that are eligible under section 9(e) 
for assistance with amounts from the oper-
ating fund in excess of the amounts per-
mitted under section 9(g)(1) or 9(g)(2). 

SEC. 222. No official or employee of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be designated as an allotment holder 
unless the Office of the Chief Financial Offi-
cer has determined that such allotment hold-
er has implemented an adequate system of 
funds control and has received training in 
funds control procedures and directives. The 
Chief Financial Officer shall ensure that 
there is a trained allotment holder for each 
HUD sub-office under the accounts ‘‘Execu-
tive Offices’’ and ‘‘Administrative Support 
Offices,’’ as well as each account receiving 
appropriations for ‘‘Program Office Salaries 
and Expenses’’ within the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

SEC. 223. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall report annually to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations on the status of all section 8 
project-based housing, including the number 
of all project-based units by region as well as 
an analysis of all federally subsidized hous-
ing being refinanced under the Mark-to-Mar-
ket program. The Secretary shall in the re-
port identify all existing units maintained 
by region as section 8 project-based units 
and all project-based units that have opted 
out of section 8 or have otherwise been elimi-
nated as section 8 project-based units. The 
Secretary shall identify in detail and by 
project all the efforts made by the Depart-
ment to preserve all section 8 project-based 
housing units and all the reasons for any 
units which opted out or otherwise were lost 
as section 8 project-based units. Such anal-
ysis shall include a review of the impact of 
the loss of any subsidized units in that hous-
ing marketplace, such as the impact of cost 
and the loss of available subsidized, low-in-
come housing in areas with scarce housing 
resources for low-income families. 

SEC. 224. The Secretary of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development shall, for 
fiscal year 2014 and subsequent fiscal years, 
notify the public through the Federal Reg-
ister and other means, as determined appro-
priate, of the issuance of a notice of the 
availability of assistance or notice of fund-
ing availability (NOFA) for any program or 
discretionary fund administered by the Sec-
retary that is to be competitively awarded. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
for fiscal year 2014 and subsequent fiscal 
years, the Secretary may make the NOFA 
available only on the Internet at the appro-
priate Government Web site or through 
other electronic media, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

SEC. 225. Payment of attorney fees in pro-
gram-related litigation must be paid from 
individual program office personnel benefits 
and compensation funding. The annual budg-
et submission for program office personnel 
benefit and compensation funding must in-
clude program-related litigation costs for at-
torney fees as a separate line item request. 

SEC. 226. Except for funds provided for 
claims and indemnities, the Secretary of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment is authorized to transfer up to 5 per-
cent or $5,000,000, whichever is less, of the 
funds appropriated for any office funded 
under the headings ‘‘Management and Ad-
ministration’’ and ‘‘Program Office Salaries 
and Expenses’’, to any other office funded 

under such headings: Provided, That no ap-
propriation for any office funded under such 
headings shall be increased or decreased by 
more than 5 percent or $5,000,000, whichever 
is less, without prior written approval from 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations. 

SEC. 227. The Disaster Housing Assistance 
Programs, administered by the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, shall be 
considered a ‘‘program of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development’’ under sec-
tion 904 of the McKinney Act for the purpose 
of income verifications and matching. 

SEC. 228. None of the funds made available 
by this Act, or any other Act, for purposes 
authorized under section 8 (only with respect 
to the tenant-based rental assistance pro-
gram) and section 9 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) 
may be used by any public housing agency 
for any amount of salary, for the chief execu-
tive officer of which, or any other official or 
employee of which, that exceeds the annual 
rate of basic pay payable for a position at 
level IV of the Executive Schedule at any 
time during any public housing agency fiscal 
year 2014. 

SEC. 229. Title II of Division K of Public 
Law 110–161 is amended by striking the en-
tire item relating to ‘‘Flexible Subsidy 
Fund’’. 

SEC. 230. Paragraph (1) of section 242(i) of 
the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z– 
7(i)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘July 31, 2011’’ 
and inserting ‘‘July 31, 2016’’. 

SEC. 231. Subsection (d) of section 184 of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1992 (12 U.S.C. 1715z–13a(d)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(d) GUARANTEE FEE.—The Secretary shall 
establish and collect, at the time of issuance 
of the guarantee, a fee for the guarantee of 
loans under this section, in an amount not 
exceeding 3 percent of the principal obliga-
tion of the loan. The Secretary may also es-
tablish and collect annual premium pay-
ments in an amount not exceeding 1 percent 
of the remaining guaranteed balance (exclud-
ing the portion of the remaining balance at-
tributable to the fee collected at the time of 
issuance of the guarantee). The Secretary 
shall establish the amount of the fees and 
premiums by publishing a notice in the Fed-
eral Register. The Secretary shall deposit 
any fees and premiums collected under this 
subsection in the Indian Housing Loan Guar-
antee Fund established under subsection 
(i).’’. 

SEC. 232. Notwithstanding Section 24(o) of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437v(o)), amounts made available in 
prior appropriations Acts under the heading 
‘‘Revitalization of Severely Distressed Pub-
lic Housing (HOPE VI)’’ may continue to be 
provided as assistance pursuant to such sec-
tion 24. 

SEC. 233. The proviso under the ‘‘Commu-
nity Development Fund’’ heading in Public 
Laws 109–148, 109–234, 110–252, and 110–329 
which requires the Secretary to establish 
procedures to prevent duplication of benefits 
and to report to the Committees on Appro-
priations on all steps to prevent fraud and 
abuse is amended by striking ‘‘quarterly’’ 
and inserting ‘‘annually’’. 

SEC. 234. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to require or enforce 
the Green Physical Needs Assessment 
(GPNA). 

SEC. 235. None of the funds in this Act may 
be available for the doctoral dissertation re-
search grant program at the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Housing and Urban Development Appro-
priations Act, 2014’’. 
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TITLE III—RELATED AGENCIES 

ACCESS BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the Access 
Board, as authorized by section 502 of the Re-
habilitation Act of 1973, as amended, 
$7,400,000: Provided, That, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, there may be 
credited to this appropriation funds received 
for publications and training expenses. 

FEDERAL HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
$38,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2015, to be derived from the Fed-
eral National Mortgage Association, Federal 
Home Loan Mortgage Corporation, and the 
Federal Home Loan Banks under section 1106 
of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act 
of 2008: Provided, That concurrent with the 
President’s budget request for fiscal year 
2015, the Inspector General shall submit to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations a budget request for fiscal year 2015 
in similar format and substance to those 
submitted by executive agencies of the Fed-
eral Government. 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Mar-
itime Commission as authorized by section 
201(d) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as 
amended (46 U.S.C. 307), including services as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles as authorized by 31 U.S.C. 
1343(b); and uniforms or allowances there-
fore, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902, 
$24,200,000: Provided, That not to exceed $2,000 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

b 2200 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 134, line 13, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000)’’. 
Page 150, line 8, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $100,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, this amendment would reduce 
funding in the bill for the Federal Mar-
itime Commission’s Salaries and Ex-
penses by $100,000, and transfer that 
same amount to the Spending Reduc-
tion Account. 

This amendment would have the ef-
fect of bringing the appropriations for 
this purpose back to the current levels, 
what we have right now. I offered a 
similar amendment to this bill last 
year, which would have eliminated a 
proposed $900,000 increase to this same 
account. Unfortunately, that amend-
ment failed by a 172–249 vote, a pretty 
strong margin. 

So this year, I bring you a request to 
hold the line, to eliminate this very 
small increase of $100,000, an amount 
which is less than many bureaucrats 
here in Washington take home as their 
yearly salary. 

Perhaps more than any of my amend-
ments that I’ve offered tonight, I hope 
that this one passes, Madam Chair, be-
cause if this amendment to strike a 
$100,000 increase to Federal employee 
salaries fails, it means that we are in 
serious, serious trouble when it comes 
to solving our spending problem. 

I urge my colleagues to prove me 
wrong and to support my amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chair, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chair, I’m not 

going to oppose this amendment. It is 
an account that the maritime industry, 
with the concerns that we’ve had and 
some of the incidents on cruise ships, 
it’s an account that is much needed. 
But with a very small reduction here, 
bringing it back to last year’s funding 
level, that would be acceptable to me 
and we would accept the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General for the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation to carry out the pro-
visions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
as amended, $25,300,000: Provided, That the 
Inspector General shall have all necessary 
authority, in carrying out the duties speci-
fied in the Inspector General Act, as amend-
ed (5 U.S.C. App. 3), to investigate allega-
tions of fraud, including false statements to 
the government (18 U.S.C. 1001), by any per-
son or entity that is subject to regulation by 
the National Railroad Passenger Corpora-
tion: Provided further, That the Inspector 
General may enter into contracts and other 
arrangements for audits, studies, analyses, 
and other services with public agencies and 
with private persons, subject to the applica-
ble laws and regulations that govern the ob-
taining of such services within the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation: Provided 
further, That the Inspector General may se-
lect, appoint, and employ such officers and 
employees as may be necessary for carrying 
out the functions, powers, and duties of the 
Office of Inspector General, subject to the 
applicable laws and regulations that govern 
such selections, appointments, and employ-
ment within Amtrak: Provided further, That 
concurrent with the President’s budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2015, the Inspector Gen-
eral shall submit to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations a budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2015 in similar format 
and substance to those submitted by execu-
tive agencies of the Federal Government. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 134, line 22, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $4,800,000)’’. 

Page 150, line 8, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $4,800,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I’ve got good news for my 
friends from Arizona and from Iowa. 
This is the last amendment that I plan 
to offer on this bill. 

It would reduce the proposed funding 
for the Amtrak Office of Inspector Gen-
eral’s Salaries and Expenses by 
$4,800,000 and transfer that same 
amount to the Spending Reduction Ac-
count. 

Like many of the amendments that 
I’ve offered today, it would simply re-
move a proposed increase, returning 
the final amendment back to current 
spending levels. 

The Amtrak IG’s role is to root out 
waste, fraud and abuse within the cor-
poration. As I detailed during consider-
ation of my earlier amendment related 
to Amtrak, I am of the opinion that 
the IG still has a ways to go in this re-
gard. 

Yet, the committee report includes 
an interesting statement which ap-
pears to serve as a pat on the back for 
the OIG, and perhaps even as a jus-
tification for this large proposed in-
crease. 

The line simply says: ‘‘The Com-
mittee appreciates that the Amtrak 
OIG submitted a separate budget re-
quest to the Committees on Appropria-
tions and directs it to do so in Fiscal 
Year 2015.’’ 

Now, to my read, this means that 
simply because the OIG did his job, it 
will receive nearly $5 million in extra 
Federal dollars for salaries and ex-
penses. I think that’s preposterous. 

Madam Chairman, I talked a lot 
about Amtrak’s failings earlier, and 
I’m not going to rehash the same argu-
ments. I only ask that my colleagues 
support my amendment. Let’s hold the 
spending to the current levels, and hold 
the line on wasteful spending. Let’s 
live within our means, and let’s roll 
back this increase. 

I encourage acceptance of my amend-
ment, and I recommended an ‘‘aye’’ 
vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chair, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chair, I must 

rise in opposition to the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Madam Chair, as you know, one of 
the very important functions of this 
committee is oversight, ensuring agen-
cies under our purview are efficiently 
and effectively managed. 

This bill provides Amtrak, the OIG, 
with $25.3 million for oversight studies 
and investigations into fraud, waste 
and abuse at Amtrak. Through these 
investigations, the Amtrak OIG has 
helped improve the economy, efficiency 
and effectiveness of Amtrak programs 
and operations. 

Amtrak OIG runs a program that has 
identified improper and overpayments 
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to the tune of $85 million. Amtrak has 
collected some of this back, which has 
saved the taxpayer money. 

The bill’s funding levels are not arbi-
trary, Madam Chair. We have scrubbed 
these accounts. We have held hearings 
and made recommendations on what 
must be funded. 

b 2215 

I think this is an extremely impor-
tant function that we have so that we 
can look at Amtrak. We’re spending an 
awful lot of money with Amtrak. We 
need to have a strong Office of Inspec-
tor General to keep tabs on it. I think 
this is money well spent. 

I would certainly urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on 
this amendment, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the re-
mainder of the bill through page 150, 
line 2 be considered as read, printed in 
the RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
The text of that portion of the bill is 

as follows: 
NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the National 

Transportation Safety Board, including hire 
of passenger motor vehicles and aircraft; 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at 
rates for individuals not to exceed the per 
diem rate equivalent to the rate for a GS–15; 
uniforms, or allowances therefor, as author-
ized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901–5902), $102,400,000, of 
which not to exceed $2,000 may be used for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses. The amounts made available to the 
National Transportation Safety Board in 
this Act include amounts necessary to make 
lease payments on an obligation incurred in 
fiscal year 2001 for a capital lease. 
NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD 
REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

For payment to the Neighborhood Rein-
vestment Corporation for use in neighbor-
hood reinvestment activities, as authorized 
by the Neighborhood Reinvestment Corpora-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 8101–8107), $127,100,000: 
Provided, That in addition, $58,000,000 shall be 
made available until expended to the Neigh-
borhood Reinvestment Corporation for mort-
gage foreclosure mitigation activities, under 
the following terms and conditions: 

(1) The Neighborhood Reinvestment Cor-
poration (‘‘NRC’’) shall make grants to coun-
seling intermediaries approved by the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD) (with match to be determined by the 
NRC based on affordability and the economic 

conditions of an area; a match also may be 
waived by the NRC based on the aforemen-
tioned conditions) to provide mortgage fore-
closure mitigation assistance primarily to 
States and areas with high rates of defaults 
and foreclosures to help eliminate the de-
fault and foreclosure of mortgages of owner- 
occupied single-family homes that are at 
risk of such foreclosure. Other than areas 
with high rates of defaults and foreclosures, 
grants may also be provided to approved 
counseling intermediaries based on a geo-
graphic analysis of the Nation by the NRC 
which determines where there is a preva-
lence of mortgages that are risky and likely 
to fail, including any trends for mortgages 
that are likely to default and face fore-
closure. A State Housing Finance Agency 
may also be eligible where the State Housing 
Finance Agency meets all the requirements 
under this paragraph. A HUD-approved coun-
seling intermediary shall meet certain mort-
gage foreclosure mitigation assistance coun-
seling requirements, as determined by the 
NRC, and shall be approved by HUD or the 
NRC as meeting these requirements. 

(2) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist-
ance shall only be made available to home-
owners of owner-occupied homes with mort-
gages in default or in danger of default. 
These mortgages shall likely be subject to a 
foreclosure action and homeowners will be 
provided such assistance that shall consist of 
activities that are likely to prevent fore-
closures and result in the long-term afford-
ability of the mortgage retained pursuant to 
such activity or another positive outcome 
for the homeowner. No funds made available 
under this paragraph may be provided di-
rectly to lenders or homeowners to discharge 
outstanding mortgage balances or for any 
other direct debt reduction payments. 

(3) The use of Mortgage Foreclosure Miti-
gation Assistance by approved counseling 
intermediaries and State Housing Finance 
Agencies shall involve a reasonable analysis 
of the borrower’s financial situation, an 
evaluation of the current value of the prop-
erty that is subject to the mortgage, coun-
seling regarding the assumption of the mort-
gage by another non-Federal party, coun-
seling regarding the possible purchase of the 
mortgage by a non-Federal third party, 
counseling and advice of all likely restruc-
turing and refinancing strategies or the ap-
proval of a work-out strategy by all inter-
ested parties. 

(4) NRC may provide up to 15 percent of the 
total funds under this paragraph to its own 
charter members with expertise in fore-
closure prevention counseling, subject to a 
certification by the NRC that the procedures 
for selection do not consist of any procedures 
or activities that could be construed as an 
unacceptable conflict of interest or have the 
appearance of impropriety. 

(5) HUD-approved counseling entities and 
State Housing Finance Agencies receiving 
funds under this paragraph shall have dem-
onstrated experience in successfully working 
with financial institutions as well as bor-
rowers facing default, delinquency and fore-
closure as well as documented counseling ca-
pacity, outreach capacity, past successful 
performance and positive outcomes with doc-
umented counseling plans (including post 
mortgage foreclosure mitigation counseling), 
loan workout agreements and loan modifica-
tion agreements. NRC may use other criteria 
to demonstrate capacity in underserved 
areas. 

(6) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to $3,000,000 may be 
made available to build the mortgage fore-
closure and default mitigation counseling 
capacity of counseling intermediaries 
through NRC training courses with HUD-ap-
proved counseling intermediaries and their 

partners, except that private financial insti-
tutions that participate in NRC training 
shall pay market rates for such training. 

(7) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to 6 percent may be 
used for associated administrative expenses 
for the NRC to carry out activities provided 
under this section. 

(8) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist-
ance grants may include a budget for out-
reach and advertising, and training, as deter-
mined by the NRC. 

(9) The NRC shall continue to report bi-an-
nually to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations as well as the Senate 
Banking Committee and House Financial 
Services Committee on its efforts to miti-
gate mortgage default. 

UNITED STATES INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON 
HOMELESSNESS 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses (including payment 

of salaries, authorized travel, hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles, the rental of con-
ference rooms, and the employment of ex-
perts and consultants under section 3109 of 
title 5, United States Code) of the United 
States Interagency Council on Homelessness 
in carrying out the functions pursuant to 
title II of the McKinney-Vento Homeless As-
sistance Act, as amended, $3,000,000. 

TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS ACT 

SEC. 401. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used for the planning or execution of any 
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise 
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening 
in regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings 
funded in this Act. 

SEC. 402. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall remain available for obliga-
tion beyond the current fiscal year, nor may 
any be transferred to other appropriations, 
unless expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 403. The expenditure of any appropria-
tion under this Act for any consulting serv-
ice through procurement contract pursuant 
to section 3109 of title 5, United States Code, 
shall be limited to those contracts where 
such expenditures are a matter of public 
record and available for public inspection, 
except where otherwise provided under exist-
ing law, or under existing Executive order 
issued pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 404. Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, none of the funds provided in this 
Act, provided by previous appropriations 
Acts to the agencies or entities funded in 
this Act that remain available for obligation 
or expenditure in fiscal year 2014, or provided 
from any accounts in the Treasury derived 
by the collection of fees and available to the 
agencies funded by this Act, shall be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure through a 
reprogramming of funds that: 

(1) creates a new program; 
(2) eliminates a program, project, or activ-

ity; 
(3) increases funds or personnel for any 

program, project, or activity for which funds 
have been denied or restricted by the Con-
gress; 

(4) proposes to use funds directed for a spe-
cific activity by either the House or Senate 
Committees on Appropriations for a dif-
ferent purpose; 

(5) augments existing programs, projects, 
or activities in excess of $5,000,000 or 10 per-
cent, whichever is less; 

(6) reduces existing programs, projects, or 
activities by $5,000,000 or 10 percent, which-
ever is less; or 

(7) creates, reorganizes, or restructures a 
branch, division, office, bureau, board, com-
mission, agency, administration, or depart-
ment different from the budget justifications 
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submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions or the table accompanying the explana-
tory statement accompanying this Act, 
whichever is more detailed, unless prior ap-
proval is received from the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided, 
That not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, each agency funded 
by this Act shall submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
of the House of Representatives to establish 
the baseline for application of reprogram-
ming and transfer authorities for the current 
fiscal year: Provided further, That the report 
shall include: 

(A) a table for each appropriation with a 
separate column to display the President’s 
budget request, adjustments made by Con-
gress, adjustments due to enacted rescis-
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year en-
acted level; 

(B) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation both by object class and pro-
gram, project, and activity as detailed in the 
budget appendix for the respective appro-
priation; and 

(C) an identification of items of special 
congressional interest: Provided further, That 
the amount appropriated or limited for sala-
ries and expenses for an agency shall be re-
duced by $100,000 per day for each day after 
the required date that the report has not 
been submitted to the Congress. 

SEC. 405. Except as otherwise specifically 
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of 
unobligated balances remaining available at 
the end of fiscal year 2014 from appropria-
tions made available for salaries and ex-
penses for fiscal year 2014 in this Act, shall 
remain available through September 30, 2015, 
for each such account for the purposes au-
thorized: Provided, That a request shall be 
submitted to the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations prior to the expendi-
ture of such funds: Provided further, That 
these requests shall be made in compliance 
with reprogramming guidelines under sec-
tion 404 of this Act. 

SEC. 406. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be obligated or ex-
pended for any employee training that— 

(1) does not meet identified needs for 
knowledge, skills, and abilities bearing di-
rectly upon the performance of official du-
ties; 

(2) contains elements likely to induce high 
levels of emotional response or psychological 
stress in some participants; 

(3) does not require prior employee notifi-
cation of the content and methods to be used 
in the training and written end of course 
evaluation; 

(4) contains any methods or content associ-
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief 
systems or ‘‘new age’’ belief systems as de-
fined in Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission Notice N–915.022, dated Sep-
tember 2, 1988; or 

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change, 
participants’ personal values or lifestyle out-
side the workplace. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, 
restrict, or otherwise preclude an agency 
from conducting training bearing directly 
upon the performance of official duties. 

SEC. 407. No funds in this Act may be used 
to support any Federal, State, or local 
projects that seek to use the power of emi-
nent domain, unless eminent domain is em-
ployed only for a public use: Provided, That 
for purposes of this section, public use shall 
not be construed to include economic devel-
opment that primarily benefits private enti-
ties: Provided further, That any use of funds 
for mass transit, railroad, airport, seaport or 
highway projects as well as utility projects 
which benefit or serve the general public (in-
cluding energy-related, communication-re-

lated, water-related and wastewater-related 
infrastructure), other structures designated 
for use by the general public or which have 
other common-carrier or public-utility func-
tions that serve the general public and are 
subject to regulation and oversight by the 
government, and projects for the removal of 
an immediate threat to public health and 
safety or brownfields as defined in the Small 
Business Liability Relief and Brownfields 
Revitalization Act (Public Law 107–118) shall 
be considered a public use for purposes of 
eminent domain. 

SEC. 408. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government, except pursuant 
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority 
provided in, this Act or any other appropria-
tions Act. 

SEC. 409. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be available to pay 
the salary for any person filling a position, 
other than a temporary position, formerly 
held by an employee who has left to enter 
the Armed Forces of the United States and 
has satisfactorily completed his or her pe-
riod of active military or naval service, and 
has within 90 days after his or her release 
from such service or from hospitalization 
continuing after discharge for a period of not 
more than 1 year, made application for res-
toration to his or her former position and 
has been certified by the Office of Personnel 
Management as still qualified to perform the 
duties of his or her former position and has 
not been restored thereto. 

SEC. 410. No funds appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be expended by an entity un-
less the entity agrees that in expending the 
assistance the entity will comply with sec-
tions 2 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 
(41 U.S.C. 10a–10c, popularly known as the 
‘‘Buy American Act’’). 

SEC. 411. No funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act shall be 
made available to any person or entity that 
has been convicted of violating the Buy 
American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a–10c). 

SEC. 412. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used for first-class airline 
accommodations in contravention of sec-
tions 301–10.122 and 301–10.123 of title 41, Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

SEC. 413. None of the funds made available 
under this Act or any prior Act may be pro-
vided to the Association of Community Orga-
nizations for Reform Now (ACORN), or any 
of its affiliates, subsidiaries, or allied organi-
zations. 

SEC. 414. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to enter into a con-
tract, memorandum of understanding, or co-
operative agreement with, make a grant to, 
or provide a loan or loan guarantee to any 
corporation that was convicted of a felony 
criminal violation under any Federal law 
within the preceding 24 months, where the 
awarding agency is aware of the conviction, 
unless the agency has considered suspension 
or debarment of the corporation and has 
made a determination that this further ac-
tion is not necessary to protect the interests 
of the Government. 

SEC. 415. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used in furtherance of 
the implementation of the European Union 
greenhouse gas emissions trading scheme for 
aviation activities established by European 
Union Directive 2008/101/EC. 

SEC. 416. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to enter into a con-
tract, memorandum of understanding, or co-
operative agreement with, make a grant to, 
or provide a loan or loan guarantee to, any 
corporation that has any unpaid Federal tax 
liability that has been assessed, for which all 
judicial and administrative remedies have 

been exhausted or have lapsed, and that is 
not being paid in a timely manner pursuant 
to an agreement with the authority respon-
sible for collecting the tax liability, where 
the awarding agency is aware of the unpaid 
tax liability, unless the agency has consid-
ered suspension or debarment of the corpora-
tion and has made a determination that this 
further action is not necessary to protect the 
interests of the Government. 

SEC. 417. None of the budget authority 
made available by this Act may be used to 
reduce funding or otherwise alter the imple-
mentation of a program, project or activity 
as proposed for elimination in the Presi-
dent’s fiscal year 2015 budget request until 
the proposed change is enacted in an appro-
priation Act, or unless such change is made 
pursuant to the reprogramming and transfer 
provisions of this Act or in accordance with 
sunset or termination dates previously en-
acted in law. 

SEC. 418. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development and the Secretary of 
Transportation shall each submit to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives, at the 
time that the President’s budget proposal for 
fiscal year 2015 is submitted pursuant to sec-
tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, a 
comprehensive report compiled in conjunc-
tion with the Government Accountability 
Office that details updated missions, goals, 
strategies, and priorities, along with per-
formance metrics that are measurable, re-
peatable, and directly linked to requests for 
funding, as described in the accompanying 
report. 

SEC. 419. It is the sense of the Congress 
that the Congress should not pass any legis-
lation that authorizes spending cuts that 
would increase poverty in the United States. 

The Acting CHAIR. Are there any 
amendments to that section of the bill? 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

SPENDING REDUCTION ACCOUNT 

SEC. 420. The amount by which the applica-
ble allocation of new budget authority made 
by the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives under section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
exceeds the amount of proposed new budget 
authority is $0. 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia) having assumed the 
chair, Ms. FOXX, Acting Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2610) making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2014, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2027 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be removed 
as a cosponsor to H.R. 2027. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
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APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 

BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE 
OPEN WORLD LEADERSHIP CEN-
TER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section 313 of 
the Legislative Branch Appropriations 
Act, 2001 (2 U.S.C. 1151), as amended by 
section 1601 of Pub L. 111–68, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2013, of 
the following Member on the part of 
the House to the Board of Trustees of 
the Open World Leadership Center: 

Mr. MORAN, Virginia 
f 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBER TO AD-
VISORY COMMITTEE ON STU-
DENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section 491 of 
the Higher Education Act (20 U.S.C. 
1098(c)), and the order of the House of 
January 3, 2013, and upon the rec-
ommendation of the minority leader, 
of the following individual on the part 
of the House to the Advisory Com-
mittee on Student Financial Assist-
ance for a term of 4 years: 

Mr. Fred Hurst, Flagstaff, AZ 
f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE 
COMMISSION ON THE PEOPLE’S 
REPUBLIC OF CHINA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 6913 
and the order of the House of January 
3, 2013, of the following Members on the 
part of the House to the Congressional- 
Executive Commission on the People’s 
Republic of China: 

Ms. KAPTUR, Ohio 
Mr. HONDA, California 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
THE JAPAN-UNITED STATES 
FRIENDSHIP COMMISSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2903, 
and the order of the House of January 
3, 2013, of the following Member on the 
part of the House to the Japan-United 
States Friendship Commission: 

Mr. MCDERMOTT, Washington 
f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
HOUSE COMMISSION ON CON-
GRESSIONAL MAILING STAND-
ARDS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 501(b), 
and the order of the House of January 
3, 2013, of the following Members to the 
House Commission on Congressional 
Mailing Standards: 

Mrs. DAVIS, California 
Mr. RICHMOND, Louisiana 
Mr. SHERMAN, California 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida (at the request 
of Mr. CANTOR) for today on account of 
bronchitis. 

Mr. HORSFORD (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of medically man-
dated recovery. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 1092. An act to designate the air route 
traffic control center located in Nashua, New 
Hampshire, as the ‘‘Patricia Clark Boston 
Air Route Traffic Control Center’’. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 21 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, July 31, 2013, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2402. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting 
a letter on the approved retirement of Colo-
nel James E. McClain to wear the insignia of 
the grade of brigadier general; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

2403. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting 
authorization of six officers to wear the au-
thorized insignia of the grade of brigadier 
general; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

2404. A letter from the Secretary, Army, 
Department of Defense, transmitting notifi-
cation to Congress of the Permanent Reduc-
tion of Sizable Numbers of Members of the 
Armed Forces; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

2405. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, transmitting a 
supplemental update of the Budget for Fiscal 
Year 2014, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1106(a); (H. 
Doc. No. 113–52); to the Committee on the 
Budget and ordered to be printed. 

2406. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Regulatory Services, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Final Priority—National 
Institute on Disability and Rehabilitation 
Research—Rehabilitation Research and 
Training Centers [CFDA Number: 84.133B-8] 
received July 24, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

2407. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Employee Benefits Security Administration, 
Department of Labor, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Coverage of Certain 
Preventive Services Under the Affordable 
Care Act (RIN: 1210-AB44) received July 1, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

2408. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Energy Conservation Program for Consumer 
Products; Test Procedures for Residential 
Furnaces and Boilers [Docket No.: EERE- 
2013-BT-TP-0008] (RIN: 1904-AC96) received 
July 11, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

2409. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Strategic Integrated Manage-
ment Plan for the Center for Drug Evalua-
tion and Research (CDER), the Center for 
Biologics Evaluation and Research (CBER), 
and the Center for Devices and Radiological 
Health (CDRH); to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

2410. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Exclusion of Orphan Drugs for Certain Cov-
ered Entities under 340B Program (RIN: 0906- 
AA94) received July 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

2411. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Distribution of Reference Biological Stand-
ards and Biological Preparations [Docket 
No.: CDC-2013-0013] (RIN: 0920-AA53) received 
July 23, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

2412. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Coverage of Certain Preventive Services 
Under the Affordable Care Act [CMS-9968-F] 
(RIN: 0938-AR42) received June 28, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

2413. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Section 73.202(b), 
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations 
(Summit, Mississippi) [MB Docket No.: 12-84] 
(RM-11627) received July 3, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

2414. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Sections 73.202(b), 
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations 
(Roaring Springs, Texas) [MB Docket No.: 12- 
236] [RM-11671] received July 3, 2013, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

2415. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Closed Captioning of Internet Pro-
tocol-Delivered Video Programming: Imple-
mentation of the Twenty-First Century 
Communications and Video Accessibility Act 
of 2010 [MB Docket No.: 11-154] received July 
3, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

2416. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
‘‘Major’’ final rule — Inflation Adjustments 
to the Price-Anderson Act Financial Protec-
tion Regulations [NRC-2013-0072] (RIN: 3150- 
AJ25) received July 23, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

2417. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion that the national emergency declared 
with respect to the actions of certain persons 
to undermine the sovereignty of Lebanon is 
to continue in effect beyond August 1, 2013, 
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pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1622(d); (H. Doc. No. 
113–51); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

2418. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting a Re-
port on Proposed Obligations for the Cooper-
ative Threat Reduction; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

2419. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of De-
fense, transmitting report prepared by the 
Department of State concerning inter-
national agreements other than treaties en-
tered into by the United States to be trans-
mitted to the Congress within the sixty-day 
period specified in the Case-Zablock Act; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2420. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting report prepared by the 
Department of State concerning inter-
national agreements other than treaties en-
tered into by the United States to be trans-
mitted to the Congress within the sixty-day 
period specified in the Case-Zablocki Act; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2421. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting the Department’s re-
port entitled, ‘‘Advancing Freedom and De-
mocracy’’; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

2422. A letter from the President, House of 
Representatives of Morocco, transmitting a 
strategic plan for upgrading and enhancing 
the work of the House of Representatives of 
Morocco; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

2423. A letter from the Chairman and Vice 
Chairman, U.S.-China Economic and Secu-
rity Review Commission, transmitting noti-
fication of a public hearing held on ‘‘Macau 
and Hong Kong’’; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

2424. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for General Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting a report 
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform 
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

2425. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, General Law, Ethics, and Regula-
tion, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting two reports pursuant to the Federal Va-
cancies Reform Act of 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

2426. A letter from the General Counsel, Of-
fice of Management and Budget, transmit-
ting three reports pursuant to the Federal 
Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

2427. A letter from the Clerk, Court of Ap-
peals, transmitting an opinion of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Cir-
cuit, United States of America v. John 
Natale, No. 12-3231, (June 11, 2013); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

2428. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Transition Relief for Employees and Re-
lated Individuals Eligible to Enroll in Eligi-
ble Employer-Sponsored Health Plans for 
Non-Calendar Plan Years that Begin in 2013 
and End in 2014 [Notice 2013-42] received July 
25, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2429. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Ap-
plication of Section 108(i) to Partnerships 
and S Corporations [TD 9623] (RIN: 1545-BI99) 
received July 25, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

2430. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulations and Reports Clearance, Social 

Security Administration, transmitting the 
Administration’s final rule — Mailing of 
Tickets Under the Ticket to Work Program 
[Docket No.: SSA-2011-0034] (RIN: 0960-AH34) 
received July 24, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

2431. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulations and Reports Clearance, Social 
Security Administration, transmitting the 
Administration’s final rule — Extension of 
Sunset Date for Attorney Advisor Program 
[Docket No.: SSA-2013-0006] (RIN: 0960-AH56) 
received July 24, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

2432. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulations and Reports Clearance, Social 
Security Administration, transmitting the 
Administration’s final rule — Extension of 
Effective Date for Temporary Pilot Program 
Setting the Time and Place for a Hearing Be-
fore and Administrative Law Judge [Docket 
No.: SSA-2013-0016] (RIN: 0960-AH58) received 
July 24, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. ROYCE: Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. H.R. 850. A bill to impose additional 
human rights and economic and financial 
sanctions with respect to Iran, and for other 
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 113–177, 
Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 2226. A bill to amend the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 re-
lating to State consultation on removal and 
remedial actions, State concurrence with 
listing on the National Priorities List, and 
State credit for contributions to the removal 
or remedial action, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 113–178, Pt. 1). Or-
dered to be printed. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 2279. A bill to amend the 
Solid Waste Disposal Act relating to review 
of regulations under such Act and to amend 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 re-
lating to financial responsibility for classes 
of facilities; with an amendment (Rept. 113– 
179, Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 2318. A bill to amend the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 with 
respect to the applicability of the Act to 
Federal facilities, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 113–180, Pt. 1). Or-
dered to be printed. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 698. A bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to establish safe-
guards and standards of quality for research 
and transplantation of organs infected with 
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) (Rept. 
113–181, Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 2094. A bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to increase the 
preference given, in awarding certain asth-
ma-related grants, to certain States (those 
allowing trained school personnel to admin-
ister epinephrine and meeting other related 
requirements) (Rept. 113–182). Referred to the 

Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. ISSA: Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. H.R. 313. A bill to 
amend title 5, United States Code, to insti-
tute spending limits and transparency re-
quirements for Federal conference and travel 
expenditures, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 113–183). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. ISSA: Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. H.R. 2711. A bill to 
amend title 5, United States Code, to estab-
lish certain procedures for conducting in- 
person or telephonic interactions by Execu-
tive branch employees with individuals, and 
for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. 113–184, Pt. 1). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Ms. GRANGER: Committee on Appropria-
tions. H.R. 2855. A bill making appropria-
tions for the Department of State, foreign 
operations, and related programs for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2014, and for 
other purposes (Rept. 113–185). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 
Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 

Committee on the Judiciary discharged 
from further consideration. H.R. 698 re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committees on the Judiciary, Finan-
cial Services, Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and Ways and Means dis-
charged from further consideration. 
H.R. 850 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on the Judiciary discharged 
from further consideration. H.R. 2711 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

f 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILLS 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII, the 
following actions were taken by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 2226. Referral to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure extended 
for a period ending not later thatn November 
1, 2013. 

H.R. 2279. Referral to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure extended 
for a period ending not later than November 
1, 2013. 

H.R. 2318. Referral to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure extended 
for a period ending not later than November 
1, 2013. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. HAS-
TINGS of Florida, Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. MORAN, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. NEAL, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. 
JONES): 

H.R. 2847. A bill to establish a grant pro-
gram to encourage the use of assistance dogs 
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by certain members of the Armed Forces and 
veterans; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. ROYCE (for himself and Mr. 
ENGEL): 

H.R. 2848. A bill to authorize appropria-
tions for the Department of State for fiscal 
year 2014, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 
H.R. 2849. A bill to amend the Foreign In-

telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to estab-
lish an Office of the Privacy Advocate Gen-
eral; to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
in addition to the Committee on Intelligence 
(Permanent Select), for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. STEWART, and Mrs. LUMMIS): 

H.R. 2850. A bill to require certain proce-
dures in the conduct by the Environmental 
Protection Agency of its study of the poten-
tial impacts of hydraulic fracturing on 
drinking water resources; to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
CARSON of Indiana, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CHU, Ms. CLARKE, 
Mr. CLAY, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. DINGELL, Ms. 
EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FARR, 
Ms. FUDGE, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. HONDA, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. LEWIS, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
MEEKS, Ms. MOORE, Mr. NADLER, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. RANGEL, 
Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, and Ms. WILSON of Florida): 

H.R. 2851. A bill to eliminate racial 
profiling by law enforcement, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(for himself, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. 
CLARKE, and Mr. LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 2852. A bill to amend the Age Dis-
crimination in Employment Act of 1967 and 
other laws to clarify appropriate standards 
for Federal employment discrimination and 
retaliation claims, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

By Mr. LIPINSKI (for himself, Mr. 
MULLIN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. MICHAUD, 
Mr. PETERSON, and Mr. POLIS): 

H.R. 2853. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide for the public 
disclosure of charges for certain hospital and 
ambulatory surgical center treatment epi-
sodes; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington (for 
himself, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. COOPER, Mr. CON-
AWAY, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. DUNCAN of 
Tennessee, Mr. FINCHER, Ms. 
GRANGER, Mr. HALL, Mr. HECK of 
Washington, Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. 
KILMER, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. RADEL, 
and Mr. ROE of Tennessee): 

H.R. 2854. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the de-

duction of State and local general sales 
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. FARR, 
and Mr. CONYERS): 

H.R. 2856. A bill to amend the Lacey Act 
Amendments of 1981 to prohibit importation, 
exportation, transportation, sale, receipt, ac-
quisition, and purchase in interstate or for-
eign commerce, or in a manner substantially 
affecting interstate or foreign commerce, of 
any live animal of any prohibited wildlife 
species; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. BARLETTA: 
H.R. 2857. A bill to amend the Small Busi-

ness Act to provide the interest rate for cer-
tain disaster related loans, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Small Business, 
and in addition to the Committee on House 
Administration, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. DEGETTE: 
H.R. 2858. A bill to implement reforms to 

the Federal land management agency fire 
programs in order to address the complex-
ities of 21st century wildfires in a more cost- 
effective and efficient manner; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH: 
H.R. 2859. A bill to amend the 

Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to extend 
the interest rate limitation on debt entered 
into during military service to debt incurred 
during military service to consolidate or re-
finance student loans incurred before mili-
tary service; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FARENTHOLD (for himself and 
Mr. LYNCH): 

H.R. 2860. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide that the Inspector 
General of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment may use amounts in the revolving fund 
of the Office to fund audits, investigations, 
and oversight activities, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mrs. LOWEY: 
H.R. 2861. A bill to require the Nuclear 

Regulatory Commission to retain and redis-
tribute certain amounts collected as fines; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MATHESON: 
H.R. 2862. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow a temporary divi-
dends received deduction for 2013 or 2014; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE (for himself, Mr. CART-
WRIGHT, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. SIRES, 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. RANGEL, and Ms. 
KELLY of Illinois): 

H.R. 2863. A bill to amend the Riegle Com-
munity Development and Regulatory Im-
provement Act of 1994 to provide assistance 
to small businesses providing low-income in-
dividuals with green jobs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD: 
H.R. 2864. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 

XIX of the Social Security Act to improve 
oversight of nursing facilities under the 
Medicare and Medicaid programs by pre-
venting inappropriate influence over sur-
veyors, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia (for himself, 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. THOMPSON 
of Mississippi, Mr. NADLER, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. WATT, Mr. RAN-
GEL, Mr. COHEN, and Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO): 

H.R. 2865. A bill to provide safeguards with 
respect to the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion criminal background checks prepared 
for employment purposes, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TERRY (for himself, Mr. SMITH 
of Nebraska, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. 
LATHAM, Mr. MICA, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. CLARKE, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. MEEKS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Ms. TITUS, and 
Mr. RICHMOND): 

H.R. 2866. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the centennial of Boys Town, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. 

By Mr. TERRY: 
H.R. 2867. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to provide for the rec-
ognition of attending physician assistants as 
attending physicians to serve hospice pa-
tients; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. WELCH: 
H.R. 2868. A bill to amend the FAA Mod-

ernization and Reform Act of 2012 to provide 
guidance and limitations regarding the inte-
gration of unmanned aircraft systems into 
United States airspace, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 
H. Con. Res. 46. Concurrent resolution urg-

ing the Government of Taiwan to grant 
former President Chen Shui-bian medical pa-
role to ensure that he receives the highest 
level of medical attention; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington (for 
himself, Mr. KILMER, and Mr. HECK of 
Washington): 

H. Con. Res. 47. Concurrent resolution call-
ing for a democratically elected government 
for the people of the Federal Democratic Re-
public of Nepal; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS (for himself, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. WATT, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. RAN-
GEL, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. MOORE, Ms. 
HAHN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. DANNY K. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. FATTAH, 
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. COHEN, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. POCAN, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, Ms. LEE of California, 
and Mr. LOWENTHAL): 

H. Res. 319. A resolution recognizing Bay-
ard Rustin for his lifelong leadership in the 
civil rights, labor, and lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
and transgender (LGBT) rights movements 
and for his exemplary dedication to realizing 
true equality and freedom in the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
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each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SCHRADER: 
H. Res. 320. A resolution celebrating the 

West Linn Centennial; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. SCHRADER: 
H. Res. 321. A resolution celebrating the 

Molalla Centennial; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. McGOVERN: 
H.R. 2847. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 12: To raise and 

support Armies, but no Appropriation of 
Money to that Use shall be for a longer Term 
than two Years. 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 13: To provide 
and maintain a Navy. 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14: To make 
Rules for the Government and Regulation of 
the land and naval Forces. 

By Mr. ROYCE: 
H.R. 2848. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the U.S. Constitution 

By Mr. LYNCH: 
H.R. 2849. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: 
H.R. 2850. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. CONYERS: 
H.R. 2851. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Pursuant to Section 5 of the Fourteenth 

Amendment to the United States Constitu-
tion, Congress shall have the power to enact 
appropriate laws protecting the civil rights 
of all Americans. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 2852. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
By Mr. LIPINSKI: 

H.R. 2853. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution of the United States grants the 
Congress the power to enact this law. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: 
H.R. 2854. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 7: ‘‘All Bills for raising 

Revenue shall originate in the House of Rep-
resentatives . . .’’ 

Article I, Section 8: ‘‘The Congress shall 
have Power To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, 
Imposts and Excises, . . .’’ 

Amendment XVI (16th Amendment): ‘‘The 
Congress shall have power to lay and collect 

taxes on incomes, from whatever source de-
rived, without apportionment among the 
several States, and without regard to any 
census or enumeration.’’ 

By Ms. GRANGER: 
H.R. 2855. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The principal constitutional authority for 

this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar-
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: ‘‘No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria-
tions made by Law . . . .’’ In addition, clause 
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con-
gress shall have the Power . . . to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States 
. . . .’’ Together, these specific constitu-
tional provisions establish the congressional 
power of the purse, granting Congress the 
authority to appropriate funds, to determine 
their purpose, amount, and period of avail-
ability, and to set forth terms and conditions 
governing their use. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H.R. 2856. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. BARLETTA: 
H.R. 2857. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution 

Clause 18.This is the necessary and proper 
clause, which allows Congress to enact laws 
pursuant to the Constitution that will ben-
efit the nation as a whole. 

By Ms. DEGETTE: 
H.R. 2858. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, section 3, Clause 2 of the Con-

stitution of the United States. 
By Ms. DUCKWORTH: 

H.R. 2859. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Constitutional authority to enact this 

legislation can be found in: 
General Welfare Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 cl. 1) 
Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 

cl. 18) 
Constitutional analysis is a rigorous dis-

cipline which goes far beyond the text of the 
Constitution, and requires knowledge of case 
law, history, and the tools of constitutional 
interpretation. While the scope of Congress’ 
powers is an appropriate matter for House 
debate, the listing of specific textual au-
thorities for routine Congressional legisla-
tion about which there is no legitimate con-
stitutional concern is a diminishment of the 
majesty of our Founding Fathers’ vision for 
our national legislature. 

By Mr. FARENTHOLD: 
H.R. 2860. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
To make all Laws which shall be necessary 

and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mrs. LOWEY: 
H.R. 2861. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, section 8 

By Mr. MATHESON: 
H.R. 2862. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion 

By Mr. PAYNE: 
H.R. 2863. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD: 
H.R. 2864. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia: 
H.R. 2865. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 & Clause 18 

of the Constitution. 
By Mr. TERRY: 

H.R. 2866. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Art. I, Sec. 8, Cl. 5, which provides, ‘‘To 

coin Money, regulate the Value thereof, and 
of foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of 
Weights and Measures;’’ 

By Mr. TERRY: 
H.R. 2867. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The authority comes from Art. I, Sec. 8, cl. 

1, the ‘‘tax and spend clause.’’ This clause 
provides, ‘‘The Congress shall have Power To 
lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and 
Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for the 
common Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States; . . .’’ 

By Mr. WELCH: 
H.R. 2868. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-

gress shall have Power To . . . make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 32: Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. 
ROSKAM, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, and Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska. 

H.R. 107: Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 
H.R. 129: Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. 
H.R. 198: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 241: Mr. KLINE. 
H.R. 280: Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 281: Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 301: Mr. COTTON. 
H.R. 313: Mr. LANKFORD. 
H.R. 352: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 419: Mr. ROYCE. 
H.R. 494: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 495: Mr. TERRY, Mr. HOLT, and Mr. 

POE of Texas. 
H.R. 523: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona and Mr. 

WILLIAMS. 
H.R. 594: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 
H.R. 647: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. SMITH of 

Texas, and Mr. HOLDING. 
H.R. 676: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 

York, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
SERRANO. 

H.R. 683: Mr. MURPHY of Florida. 
R. 685: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 

DEFAZIO, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 06:33 Jul 31, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00080 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\L30JY7.100 H30JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5175 July 30, 2013 
RUSH, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. KINGSTON, 
Mr. WALZ, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. DOGGETT, and 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 688: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 708: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 713: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. WAL-

DEN, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. 
SHUSTER, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and Mr. NUNNELEE. 

H.R. 719: Mr. MCCLINTOCK and Ms. TITUS. 
H.R. 733: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 741: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN and Mr. GER-

LACH. 
H.R. 755: Mr. GOSAR, Mr. KINGSTON, and 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. 
H.R. 792: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 

CRAWFORD, and Mr. WILLIAMS. 
H.R. 794: Mr. POCAN and Mr. PETERS of 

California. 
H.R. 809: Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 818: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 845: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. 
H.R. 846: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 

Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 850: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 

SIMPSON, and Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 924: Ms. EDWARDS and Mr. BEN RAY 

LUJÁN of New Mexico. 
H.R. 938: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 

Mr. POCAN, and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 946: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. 

BRIDENSTINE, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. RIGELL, and 
Mr. BILIRAKIS. 

H.R. 961: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, and 
Mrs. LOWEY. 

H.R. 975: Mr. DEUTCH. 
H.R. 984: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 997: Mr. HUELSKAMP. 
H.R. 1000: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1020: Mr. SHIMKUS, Mrs. LUMMIS, Ms. 

BONAMICI, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. GRAVES of Mis-
souri, Mrs. BLACK, and Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia. 

H.R. 1024: Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. VARGAS, and Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY. 

H.R. 1027: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 1074: Mr. FORBES and Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 1077: Mr. MCHENRY and Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 1091: Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. ADERHOLT, 

Mr. RENACCI, Mr. ROONEY, and Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 1125: Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1146: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 1179: Mr. RAHALL, Mr. GARCIA, and Mr. 

MURPHY of Florida. 
H.R. 1199: Mr. WELCH, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. 

MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, 
and Mr. ANDREWS. 

H.R. 1217: Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. GRIMM, 
Mr. DENHAM, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mr. GARCIA, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, and Ms. 
CHU. 

H.R. 1250: Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. LATTA, and Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 1252: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD, and Ms. 
MATSUI. 

H.R. 1278: Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. 
CLARKE, Ms. EDWARDS, and Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 1281: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 
H.R. 1339: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. CLAY, and Mr. 

HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 1346: Mr. MEEKS and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1354: Mr. LIPINSKI and Mr. BONNER. 
H.R. 1395: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 1416: Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 

and Mr. BACHUS. 
H.R. 1427: Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1428: Mr. LUETKEMEYER and Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1431: Ms. DELBENE and Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 1461: Mr. BARTON, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 

Georgia, and Mr. WALBERG. 
H.R. 1518: Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 

SERRANO, and Mr. SMITH of Texas. 

H.R. 1528: Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. TERRY, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. HURT, and Mr. SERRANO. 

H.R. 1541: Mr. LANKFORD. 
H.R. 1563: Mr. DIAZ-BALART. 
H.R. 1590: Mr. HECK of Washington and Mr. 

KILMER. 
H.R. 1616: Mr. COOPER, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 

and Mr. OWENS. 
H.R. 1620: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 1634: Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 1660: Mr. LANKFORD. 
H.R. 1666: Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1690: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 
H.R. 1692: Mr. CROWLEY and Ms. BROWNLEY 

of California. 
H.R. 1699: Ms. WATERS. 
H.R. 1717: Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 1721: Mr. TIBERI, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 

JOYCE, and Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 1726: Mr. NADLER, Mr. LARSEN of 

Washington, and Mr. MURPHY of Florida. 
H.R. 1727: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 1728: Mr. FARR, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 

CONYERS, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. HOYER, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Mr. CLAY, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Ms. TITUS, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. NEAL, Mr. 
LYNCH, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. LAN-
GEVIN, Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. HAS-
TINGS of Florida, Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. FOSTER, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CART-
WRIGHT, Ms. WILSON of Florida, and Ms. 
CLARKE. 

H.R. 1731: Ms. CHU. 
H.R. 1756: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 1761: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. RIBBLE, and 

Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1763: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 1764: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 1771: Mr. WOMACK. 
H.R. 1775: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1779: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 1812: Mr. PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 1814: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 1816: Ms. JACKSON LEE and Mrs. 

BEATTY. 
H.R. 1827: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia and Ms. 

ESHOO. 
H.R. 1830: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. DAVID 

SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 1843: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 1861: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. SCHOCK, 

and Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 
H.R. 1869: Mr. BUCHANAN. 
H.R. 1875: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 1882: Mr. GOHMERT. 
H.R. 1887: Mr. POCAN. 
H.R. 1892: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 1893: Ms. DUCKWORTH. 
H.R. 1920: Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. KILDEE, and 

Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 1957: Ms. SINEMA. 
H.R. 1991: Mr. SALMON, Mr. HUNTER, and 

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. 
H.R. 1999: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 
H.R. 2000: Mr. RIBBLE and Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 2009: Mr. COOK, Mrs. BLACK, and Ms. 

JENKINS. 
H.R. 2016: Mr. TIPTON and Mr. CARSON of In-

diana. 
H.R. 2019: Mr. CARTWRIGHT and Mr. HUD-

SON. 
H.R. 2037: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 2044: Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 2053: Mr. HURT. 
H.R. 2079: Ms. SINEMA. 
H.R. 2086: Ms. SCHWARTZ. 
H.R. 2099: Mr. BROUN of Georgia and Mr. 

KINGSTON. 
H.R. 2101: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 2110: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 2111: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 2116: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Ms. 

BROWNLEY of California. 
H.R. 2128: Mr. COURTNEY 
H.R. 2137: Mr. JEFFRIES. 
H.R. 2138: Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 2149: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 2151: Mr. VARGAS. 
H.R. 2153: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 2178: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 2182: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 2194: Mr. KLINE. 
H.R. 2195: Mr. VARGAS. 
H.R. 2249: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 2278: Mr. POMPEO. 
H.R. 2295: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 2300: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 2309: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. MCHENRY, Mrs. CAPITO, Mrs. NOEM, and 
Mr. Jeffries. 

H.R. 2315: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 2328: Mr. NUNNELEE. 
H.R. 2352: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 2358: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 2368: Mr. CONYERS and Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 2387: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2408: Mr. LABRADOR. 
H.R. 2415: Mr. BONNER, Mr. NUNES, and Mr. 

ALEXANDER. 
H.R. 2434: Mr. RANGEL and Ms. KELLY of Il-

linois. 
H.R. 2440: Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 
H.R. 2456: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 2457: Ms. CLARKE. 
H.R. 2458: Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 2464: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 2465: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. FUDGE, and 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
H.R. 2468: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 2480: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 2485: Mr. PAYNE and Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 2500: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2502: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 

WELCH, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. 
GABBARD, and Mr. TONKO. 

H.R. 2504: Ms. TITUS, Mr. NUNNELEE, and 
Mr. RAHALL. 

H.R. 2509: Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
and Mr. DOGGETT. 

H.R. 2520: Mr. ELLISON and Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 2527: Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 2530: Mr. PERRY. 
H.R. 2531: Mr. PERRY. 
H.R. 2532: Mr. PERRY. 
H.R. 2533: Mr. PERRY. 
H.R. 2535: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2536: Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 

and Mr. PETRI. 
H.R. 2542: Mr. TIPTON and Mr. LUETKE-

MEYER. 
H.R. 2548: Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. 

WEBER of Texas, Mr. STOCKMAN, and Mr. 
ISRAEL. 

H.R. 2559: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 2565: Mr. ROKITA, Mr. FORBES, Mr. 

MCCAUL, Mr. REICHERT, and Mr. KLINE. 
H.R. 2575: Mr. TIPTON and Mr. MASSIE. 
H.R. 2579: Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. GINGREY of 

Georgia, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. WEBSTER of 
Florida, Mr. ROKITA, and Mrs. WALORSKI. 

H.R. 2581: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 2591: Ms. DUCKWORTH. 
H.R. 2633: Mr. VARGAS, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 

HOLT, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. 

H.R. 2638: Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. MCCAUL, and Mr. WEBER of Texas. 

H.R. 2646: Ms. DELBENE and Mr. 
LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 2647: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2648: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2663: Mr. HUFFMAN and Mr. PETERS of 

California. 
H.R. 2679: Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 2682: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Ms. JENKINS, 

Mr. DUFFY, Mr. GRIMM, Mrs. WAGNER, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, and Mr. POMPEO. 

H.R. 2692: Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, 
Ms. ESTY, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
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H.R. 2711: Mr. LONG and Mr. REED. 
H.R. 2717: Mr. DENT, Mr. COTTON, Mr. 

JOYCE, and Mr. KINGSTON. 
H.R. 2720: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. 

LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, and Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illi-
nois. 

H.R. 2730: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2743: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 2745: Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. HUELSKAMP, 

and Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 
H.R. 2765: Mr. GOHMERT. 
H.R. 2768: Mr. STEWART, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. 

KINGSTON, Mr. SALMON, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. REED, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. PERRY. 

H.R. 2769: Mr. STEWART, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. 
KINGSTON, Mr. SALMON, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. REED, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mrs. WALORSKI, 
and Mr. PERRY. 

H.R. 2770: Ms. TITUS and Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 2772: Ms. HAHN, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 

MALONEY of New York, and Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 2773: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 2775: Mr. LONG, Mr. LAMALFA, Ms. 

JENKINS, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. TERRY, Mr. DESANTIS, Mrs. 
MILLER of Michigan, Mrs. CAPITO, and Mr. 
LATTA. 

H.R. 2776: Mr. WOMACK. 
H.R. 2789: Mrs. BLACKBURN. 
H.R. 2794: Mr. LANCE and Ms. ROS- 

LEHTINEN. 
H.R. 2802: Mr. VISCLOSKY. 
H.R. 2805: Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. GINGREY of 

Georgia, and Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 2807: Mr. LATTA and Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 2809: Mrs. BLACK. 
H.R. 2810: Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. BUCSHON, Mrs. 

CHRISTENSEN, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. 
STOCKMAN, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. BENISHEK, 
Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. GOSAR, Ms. 
MATSUI, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. ENGEL, 
Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
OLSON, and Mrs. ELLMERS. 

H.R. 2812: Mr. MEEKS. 
H.R. 2820: Mr. MULVANEY. 
H.R. 2821: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr. 

GEORGE MILLER of California. 
H.R. 2824: Mr. GOSAR. 
H.R. 2825: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 2826: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 2837: Mr. WALBERG, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. 

MULLIN, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, and Mr. CRAWFORD. 

H.R. 2839: Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. OWENS, Mr. 
SIRES, Mr. MEEKS, and Mrs. NEGRETE 
MCLEOD. 

H.R. 2840: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 2844: Mr. HARPER. 
H.J. Res. 1: Mr. HUDSON and Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.J. Res. 2: Mr. HUDSON and Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.J. Res. 34: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. CUMMINGS, 

and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.J. Res. 41: Mr. HUDSON. 
H.J. Res. 43: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Ms. 

TITUS, and Mr. KIND. 
H.J. Res. 44: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.J. Res. 51: Mr. HURT. 
H. Con. Res. 41: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 

SHERMAN, and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. 

H. Res. 30: Mr. BARLETTA. 
H. Res. 86: Mr. DESANTIS. 
H. Res. 97: Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H. Res. 104: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK and Mr. 

CARTWRIGHT. 
H. Res. 112: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 

New York and Mr. GRIMM. 
H. Res. 208: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H. Res. 222: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
H. Res. 227: Mrs. LOWEY and Mr. ENGEL. 
H. Res. 250: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. 
H. Res. 254: Ms. SPEIER, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 

CONYERS, Ms. MOORE, Ms. JACKSON LEE and 
Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H. Res. 280: Mr. PERRY. 
H. Res. 281: Mr. COTTON, Mr. BARROW of 

Georgia, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. WILSON 
of South Carolina, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
HARRIS, Ms. TITUS, Ms. JACKSON LEE, and Mr. 
STIVERS. 

H. Res. 284: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 
H. Res. 293: Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. AUSTIN 

SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. COOK, and Mr. 
CRAMER. 

H. Res. 302: Mr. JOYCE, Mr. SCHOCK, Ms. 
KAPTUR, and Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 

H. Res. 307: Mr. BARBER and Mr. JOYCE. 
H. Res. 308: Mr. DIAZ-BALART and Mr. 

SIRES. 
H. Res. 318: Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. 

ELLISON, and Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED BY MR. CAMP 
The provisions that warranted a referral to 

the Committee on Ways and Means in H.R. 
2009, ‘‘Keep the IRS Off Your Health Care Act 
of 2013,’’ do not contain any congressional 
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited 
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule 
XXI of the Rules of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H.R. 693: Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 2027: Ms. SINEMA. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. HANNA 

AMENDMENT NO. 5: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to implement, ad-
minister, or enforce the final rule published 
by the Department of Transportation in the 
Federal Register on December 27, 2011, titled 
‘‘Hours of Service of Drivers’’ (76 Fed. Reg. 
81134). 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. BARBER 

AMENDMENT NO. 6: Page 68, line 19, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$1,500,000)’’. 

Page 69, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,500,000)’’. 

Page 71, line 22, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 

Page 80, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2610 

OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 

AMENDMENT NO. 7: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. 421. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to enter into a con-
tract with any offeror or any of its principals 
if the offeror certifies, pursuant to the Fed-
eral Acquisition Regulation, that the offeror 
or any of its principals— 

(1) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer has been convicted of or had a civil 
judgment rendered against it for commission 
of fraud or a criminal offense in connection 
with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or per-
forming a public (Federal, State, or local) 
contract or subcontract; violation of Federal 
or State antitrust statutes relating to the 
submission of offers; or commission of em-
bezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsifica-
tion or destruction of records, making false 
statements, tax evasion, violating Federal 
criminal tax laws, or receiving stolen prop-
erty; or 

(2) are presently indicted for, or otherwise 
criminally or civilly charged by a govern-
mental entity with, commission of any of 
the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1); or 

(3) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer, has been notified of any delin-
quent Federal taxes in an amount that ex-
ceeds $3,000 for which the liability remains 
unsatisfied. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 

AMENDMENT NO. 8: Page 9, line 7, after the 
dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $250)’’. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 

AMENDMENT NO. 9: Page 2, line 13, after the 
first dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$500,000)’’. 

Page 3, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $500,000)’’. 

Page 10, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $500,000)’’. 

Page 11, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $500,000)’’. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 

AMENDMENT NO. 10: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able under this Act may be used to establish 
or collect tolls on Interstate 4 in the State of 
Florida. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 

AMENDMENT NO. 11: Page 9, line 7, before 
the period, insert ‘‘or that are located within 
50 miles of a commercial service airport’’. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 

AMENDMENT NO. 12: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able under this Act may be made available to 
any airline that reduces the benefits of its 
frequent flyer program without 180 days 
prior notice. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MS. CASTOR OF FLORIDA 

AMENDMENT NO. 13: Page 68, line 11, after 
the first dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$3,000,000)’’. 

Page 68, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 

Page 69, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. MCCLINTOCK 

AMENDMENT NO. 14: Page 8, line 9, after the 
dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$100,000,000)’’. 

Page 150, line 8, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $100,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MS. NORTON 

AMENDMENT NO. 15: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to enforce sub-
part V of part 93 of title 14, Code of Federal 
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Regulations, regarding special air traffic 
rules for aircraft operating in the Wash-
ington, DC metropolitan area. 

H.R. 2610 

OFFERED BY: MR. TURNER 

AMENDMENT NO. 16: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to establish, issue, 
implement, administer, or enforce any prohi-
bition or restriction on the establishment or 
effectiveness of any occupancy preference for 
veterans in supportive housing for the elder-
ly that (1) is provided assistance by the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and (2)(A) is or would be located on 
property of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, or (B) is subject to an enhanced use 
lease with the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. LARSEN OF WASHINGTON 
AMENDMENT NO. 17: At the end of the bill, 

before the short title, insert the following: 
SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-

able by this Act may be used in contraven-
tion of section 129(c)(3) of title 23, United 
States Code. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MR. GOSAR 

AMENDMENT NO. 18: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
LIMITATION RELATING TO USE OF OFFICIAL TIME 

SEC. 421. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to pay a Federal em-
ployee for any period of time during which 
such employee is using official time under 
section 7131 of title 5, United States Code. 

H.R. 2610 
OFFERED BY: MS. BROWN OF FLORIDA 

AMENDMENT NO. 19: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. 421. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to close or consoli-
date any offices in the Office of Field Policy 
and Management of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development that were in ex-
istence as of June 1, 2013, or any field offices 
of the Office of Multifamily Housing Pro-
grams of such Department that were in ex-
istence as of such date. 

H.R. 2610 

OFFERED BY: MR. AL GREEN OF TEXAS 

AMENDMENT NO. 20: Page 108, line 10, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$12,500,000)’’. 

H.R. 2610 

OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 

AMENDMENT NO. 21: Page 108, line 19, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$150,000)’’. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Sovereign Master of the Universe, 

Your kingdom cannot be shaken for 
You are King of kings and Lord of 
lords. We praise You that more things 
are wrought by prayer than this world 
can imagine. 

Lord, thank You for inviting us to 
ask and receive, to seek and find, and 
to knock for doors to open. Forgive us 
when we have forfeited Your blessings 
because of our failure to ask. Forgive 
us also when we have lacked the humil-
ity to turn from evil, to seek Your 
face, and to pursue Your paths. May 
this prayer that opens today’s session 
be a springboard for intercession 
throughout this day. Help our Senators 
to pause repeatedly during their chal-
lenging work to ask You for wisdom 
and guidance. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
the remarks of Senator MCCONNELL 
and me, the Senate will proceed to ex-
ecutive session to consider Calendar 

No. 223, the nomination of Kent 
Yoshiho Hirozawa, of New York, to be 
a member of the National Labor Rela-
tions Board and immediately have a 
cloture vote on that nomination. 

f 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—H.R. 2218 

Mr. REID. I am told H.R. 2218 is at 
the desk and is due for a second read-
ing. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will read the bill by 
title for a second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 2218) to amend subtitle D of the 

Solid Waste Disposal Act to encourage recov-
ery and beneficial use of coal combustion re-
siduals and establish requirements for the 
proper management and disposal of coal 
combustion residuals that are protective of 
human health and the environment. 

Mr. REID. I now object to any fur-
ther proceedings at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard. The bill will be placed on 
the calendar. 

f 

THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS 
BOARD 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, for the first 
time in 3 years the Senate is poised to 
confirm members of the National 
Labor Relations Board. Although too 
few Americans are aware of the impor-
tant job this Board does, the NLRB 
looks out for rights of millions of U.S. 
workers every day and remedies unfair 
practices by private companies. This 
Board is an important safeguard for 
workers in America, regardless of 
whether the employees are union or 
nonunion. Without the work of the 
NLRB, employees who have been cheat-
ed and treated unfairly would have no 
entity to address the wrongs. Union 
elections would be meaningless to em-
ployers and employees. Labor abuses 
and unfair employment practices could 
go unchallenged. 

I am glad the Senate is moving for-
ward as agreed under this process, set 
forth at the beginning of this Congress, 
to confirm five nominees to the NLRB, 
two Republicans and three Democrats. 

The Senate will consider three Demo-
cratic nominees and two Republican 
nominees for the NLRB today. Once 
they are confirmed, the NLRB will 
have five Senate-confirmed members 
for the first time in a decade. 

The five nominees are all eminently 
qualified. 

For example, Mark Pearce has served 
on the National Labor Relations Board 
for 3 years, since 2010. He has served as 
chairman since 2011. 

Mr. Pearce was a founding partner of 
a Buffalo, NY law firm, where he prac-
ticed employment law. 

He previously worked in the Buffalo, 
NY regional office of the NLRB. 

Mr. Pearce received his Bachelor’s 
degree from Cornell University and his 
law degree from SUNY Buffalo. 

Kent Hirozawa, whose nomination we 
will also consider today, is currently 
chief counsel for the National Labor 
Relations Board. 

Before joining the NLRB staff in 2010, 
Mr. Hirozawa was a partner at a New 
York law firm, where he worked on 
Federal and State and labor and em-
ployment law. 

Mr. Hirozawa also served as a field 
attorney for the NLRB from for 3 years 
prior to entering private practice. 

He received a Bachelor’s degree from 
Yale and his law degree from NYU. 

Nancy Schiffer, the third Democratic 
NLRB nominee we will consider today, 
served as associate general counsel for 
the American Federation of Labor and 
Congress of Industrial Organizations. 

She has also worked for the United 
Auto Workers and served as a staff at-
torney in the NLRB’s Detroit regional 
office. 

Ms. Schiffer received her Bachelor’s 
from Michigan State University and 
her law degree from the University of 
Michigan. 
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Once we vote on the 3 Democratic 

nominees, I expect we will consider the 
2 Republican nominees by consent. 

The first Republican nominee, Harry 
Johnson, is a partner at a Los Angeles 
law firm and practices labor and em-
ployment law. 

Mr. Johnson received his Bachelor’s 
degree from Johns Hopkins University 
and his law degree from Harvard. 

The other Republican nominee, Phil-
ip Miscimarra, is a partner in a Chi-
cago law firm, where he also practices 
labor and employment law. 

Mr. Miscimarra received his Bach-
elor’s degree from Duquesne Univer-
sity, and his M.B.A and J.D. from the 
University of Pennsylvania. 

These nominees will be responsible 
for ensuring fair compensation and 
working conditions for American work-
ers. 

Look at the résumés of these people. 
They are pretty impressive. 

They are experienced and dedicated 
public servants, and I have no doubt 
that they will perform their duties on 
this crucial board with distinction. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-
KEY). The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
today, the President will continue his 
campaign road tour in Chattanooga. 
We hear he plans to make an announce-
ment about corporate taxes. And while 
I understand he is looking for headlines 
here, reports indicate that the policy 
he intends to announce doesn’t exactly 
qualify as news. It is just a further-left 
version of a widely panned plan he al-
ready proposed 2 years ago—this time 
with extra goodies for tax-and-spend 
liberals. 

The plan, which I just learned about 
last night, lacks meaningful bipartisan 
input, and the tax hike it includes is 
going to dampen any boost businesses 
might otherwise get to help our econ-
omy. In fact, it could actually hurt 
small businesses. And it represents an 
unmistakable signal that the President 
has literally backed away from his 
campaign-era promise to corporate 
America that tax reform would be rev-
enue neutral to them. 

Not only is this a rebuke to one of 
his party’s most senior Senators—the 
Finance Committee Chairman—it also 
represents a serious blow to one of the 
best chances for true bipartisan action 
in Washington. I truly hope the Presi-
dent reconsiders this plan and consults 
with Congress before moving any fur-
ther. 

Two summers ago, Republicans and 
Democrats came together to agree on a 
set of spending caps for the following 
decade. President Obama agreed to it, 
as did the leaders of both parties in the 
Senate and the House. 

It was essentially a promise made to 
the American people that Washington 
would reduce spending by $2.1 trillion, 
and I was happy to help lead the effort. 

Well, 2 years later Democrats are 
now trying to find ways to walk away 
from it. 

They are pressing to abandon the 2011 
agreement in favor of higher spending, 
as evidenced by appropriations bills 
like the one we’re considering this 
week—which hikes up spending by dou-
ble digits. And the President is now ac-
tually threatening to veto bills that 
live up to that commitment we all 
made. 

Let me repeat that: The President of 
the United States who, during the cam-
paign, took credit for the very savings 
Democrats now want to walk away 
from, is threatening to veto spending 
bills that would actually follow the law 
and live up to the commitment he him-
self signed. 

This represents a stunning shift for 
Democrats, who just recently were 
warning against breaking the agree-
ment. The Chairwoman of the Budget 
Committee said last year that we have 
to be able to count on agreements that 
have been made, instead of threatening 
a Government shutdown. Yet that is 
just what she and her party are now 
threatening to do—to shut down the 
Government unless an agreement we 
all made is torn up and thrown away. 

So if Democrats want to shut down 
the Government because they can’t 
wiggle their way out of a deal they 
agreed to, I guess there is not much we 
can do to stop them. But Republicans 
intend to stick by the commitments 
made to our constituents. 

That said, there is also this to re-
member: Republicans have always said 
that there may be more effective ways 
to achieve comparable spending reduc-
tions. If Democrats want to propose 
smarter spending cuts that achieve the 
same kind of savings they committed 
to in 2011, we are ready to listen. Com-
prehensive Government spending re-
forms would be a good place to start. 

Because Republicans understand that 
America’s largest fiscal challenges 
stem from the fact that programs our 
fellow Americans hope to rely on in 
their most vulnerable years are going 
bankrupt. And Republicans are saying 
that the only way to avert the kind of 
panicked, poorly thought out spending 
cuts and tax increases we have seen in 
Europe is to implement forward-look-
ing reforms today. That is why it is al-
ways so amusing when the President 
and his allies try to brand the kind of 
innovative government spending re-
forms we favor as ‘‘European-style aus-
terity,’’ as he implied again this week-
end. 

Nothing could be further from the 
truth. In fact, what the Europeans are 
doing in response to the threats from 
their creditors is essentially the oppo-
site of the approach favored by Repub-
licans. The type of long-term spending 
reforms we envision are often the only 
antidote against the kind of austerity 
we see in Europe. Because European 
austerity is not about protecting fu-
ture generations from spending cuts, it 
is about staying afloat today. And the 

tax increases Europeans enact under 
duress—and the kind of pain Detroiters 
experience under bankruptcy—these 
are exactly the things Republicans aim 
to avoid. And we aim to avoid those 
things by acting intelligently today, 
while we still have time. 

Unlike Democrats, Republicans are 
not looking for some colorless discus-
sion about raising taxes here or snip-
ping there or moving numbers around 
on a budget chart. We would rather 
have a more holistic, forward-looking 
conversation, one about modernizing 
Government to meet the challenges of 
the 21st Century. 

Where we ask questions like: 
How do we modernize entitlement 

programs so they’ll actually be acces-
sible to Americans when they need 
them? 

Which government programs should 
be reformed, updated, or no longer 
make sense in a 21st Century economy? 
How can services be delivered in the 
most efficient and technologically 
savvy way? 

And what structural reforms can we 
implement to ensure the most robust 
economic growth and job creation for 
this generation and those to come? 

By addressing the big questions 
now—by identifying and implementing 
forward-looking reforms today—we can 
do a lot more than just reduce the def-
icit in the short term. We can also cre-
ate jobs now, grow the economy now, 
make Government work better now, 
and eliminate the threat of a debt cri-
sis everyone knows is coming, a debt 
crisis that would usher in the very 
kind of European-style austerity 
Democrats claim not to like, but keep 
accelerating towards. 

But in order for this to happen, 
Democrats need to work with us. 

As a first step, they should step back 
from the brink with their plan to shut 
down the Government. And they need 
to stop threatening to tear up agree-
ments we all previously assented to. 
The Budget Control Act might not be 
perfect, but at least we were able to se-
cure important spending control for 
the American people. And if Democrats 
want to trade some savings for innova-
tive reforms that can serve our country 
even better over the long term, then 
there are policymakers ready to talk. 

But Republicans are not going to just 
give up on the commitments made to 
our constituents. Not only would that 
be a betrayal of a promise we all made, 
but we have already seen where the 
Democrats’ left-leaning policies and 
European-inspired ideas lead. 

More of that is the last thing our 
country needs right now. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, leadership time is 
reserved. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF KENT YOSHIHO 
HIROZAWA TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE NATIONAL LABOR RELA-
TIONS BOARD 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nomination, which the 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Nomination of Kent Yoshiho Hirozawa, of 

New York, to be a Member of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the cloture motion 
having been presented under rule XXII, 
the Chair directs the clerk to read the 
motion. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Kent Yoshiho Hirozawa, of New York, to 
be a Member of the National Labor Relations 
Board. 

Harry Reid, Tom Harkin, Jack Reed, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Christopher A. 
Coons, Robert P. Casey, Jr., Benjamin 
L. Cardin, Patrick J. Leahy, Joe 
Manchin III, Elizabeth Warren, Debbie 
Stabenow, Carl Levin, Angus S. King, 
Jr., Richard J. Durbin, Charles E. 
Schumer, Amy Klobuchar, Richard 
Blumenthal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Kent Yoshiho Hirozawa, of New 
York, to be a member of the National 
Labor Relations Board for the term of 
5 years, expiring August 27, 2016, shall 
be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from North Dakota (Ms. 
HEITKAMP) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. CHIESA). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 64, 
nays 34, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 189 Ex.] 

YEAS—64 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 

Coons 
Corker 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Flake 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 

King 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 

Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 

Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—34 

Barrasso 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Enzi 
Fischer 

Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Lee 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 

NOT VOTING—2 

Chiesa Heitkamp 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 64, the nays are 34. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

Cloture having been invoked, pursu-
ant to S. Res. 15 of the 113th Congress, 
there will now be up to 8 hours of 
postcloture consideration of the nomi-
nation equally divided in the usual 
form. 

The Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I under-

stand we are now in postcloture debate 
on this nominee. I understand there is 
up to 8 hours that can be consumed for 
that purpose, if I am not mistaken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

Mr. HARKIN. I certainly hope we 
don’t have to take that much time. For 
this nominee and the other four to fol-
low, I am hopeful we can get through 
them today and get the nominees to 
the President before we leave here this 
evening. 

Today is a day that I and many of my 
colleagues have long waited for. Be-
cause of the bipartisan deal reached on 
the President’s nominees, it looks as 
though we finally have a path forward 
to confirm a full slate of nominees to 
the National Labor Relations Board. A 
fully confirmed, fully functional board 
will be a huge step forward for workers 
and employers in our country, and this 
will be the first time in over a decade 
this has happened. 

Over 75 years ago Congress enacted 
the National Labor Relations Act, 
guaranteeing American workers the 
right to form and join a union and to 
bargain for a better life. For both 
union and nonunion workers alike, the 
act provides for essential protections. 
It gives workers a voice in the work-
place, allowing them to join together 
and speak out for fair wages, good ben-
efits, and safe working conditions. 
These rights ensure that the people 
who do the real work in this country 
see the benefits when our economy 
grows and aren’t mistreated or put at 
risk on the job. 

The National Labor Relations Board 
is the guardian of these fundamental 
rights. Workers themselves cannot en-
force the National Labor Relations 
Act; the Board is the only place where 

people can go if they have been treated 
unfairly and denied the basic protec-
tions the law provides. Thus, the Board 
plays a vital role in vindicating work-
ers’ rights. In the past 10 years the 
NLRB has secured opportunities for re-
instatement for 22,544 employees who 
were unjustly fired. It has also recov-
ered more than $1 billion on behalf of 
workers whose rights were violated in 
the last decade. 

The Board does not just protect the 
rights of workers and unions; it also 
provides relief and remedies to our Na-
tion’s employers. The Board is an em-
ployer’s only recourse if a union com-
mences a wildcat strike or refuses to 
bargain in good faith during negotia-
tions. The NLRB also helps numerous 
businesses resolve disputes efficiently. 
For example, when two unions picketed 
Walmart in 2012, Walmart filed a claim 
with the NLRB, and the NLRB nego-
tiated a settlement. So by preventing 
labor disputes that could disrupt our 
economy, the work that the Board does 
is vital to every worker and every busi-
ness across the Nation. 

Earlier this year I received a letter 
from 32 management-side and 15 union- 
side labor attorneys from across the 
country who made this point particu-
larly well. It urged the swift confirma-
tion of a full package of five NLRB 
nominees and said: 

While we differ in our views over the deci-
sions and actions of the NLRB over the 
years, we do agree that our clients’ interests 
are best served by the stability and certainty 
a full, confirmed Board will bring to the field 
of labor-management relations. 

I could not agree more. Confirming 
these nominees swiftly is vitally im-
portant because the National Labor 
Relations Board must have a quorum 
of three Board members to act. If there 
are less than three Board members at 
any time, the Board cannot issue deci-
sions and essentially must shut down. 
Although the Board currently has 
three members, Chairman Pearce’s 
term expires on August 27—next 
month. At that point the Labor Board 
would be unable to function unless we 
confirm additional members. Now, that 
is more than just an administrative 
headache. It would be a tragedy that 
denies justice to working men and 
women across the country. So it is im-
perative that we act to avoid this and 
keep the Board open for work. 

Up until recent times, all of us in 
Congress agreed that the Board should 
function for the good of our country 
and our economy, but in the last few 
years that understanding has broken 
down. As I said, it has been a decade 
since the Board has had five Senate- 
confirmed members. It is not that 
qualified people have not been nomi-
nated, because they have. The problem 
is that a few of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle—I am not saying 
everyone, but a very vocal minority— 
have been trying to use the nomina-
tions process to undermine the mission 
of the National Labor Relations Board. 

They, first of all, do not like the Na-
tional Labor Relations Act, but they 
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know they could never repeal it out-
right. So what is their solution, this 
vocal minority on the Republican side? 
Keep the NLRB inoperable by refusing 
to confirm nominees regardless of their 
qualifications. In this case, one of my 
Republican colleagues announced his 
intention to filibuster the NLRB nomi-
nees 6 days before the nominations 
were announced, and he openly admit-
ted his intention was to shut down the 
agency. 

We have seen lots of nominees 
deemed unacceptable simply because 
they have worked on behalf of workers 
or unions and they support our system 
of collective bargaining. These nomi-
nees have been accused of being biased 
and called unfit to serve because they 
worked for labor unions or were law-
yers for labor unions. But I would like 
to point out what the National Labor 
Relations Act—the law—actually says. 
I have often quoted from the National 
Labor Relations Act on this point, and 
I will do so again right now. Here is 
what the law says: 

It is declared to be the policy of the United 
States to eliminate the causes of certain 
substantial obstructions to the free flow of 
commerce and to mitigate and eliminate 
these obstructions when they have occurred 
by encouraging the practice and procedure of 
collective bargaining and by protecting the 
exercise by workers of full freedom of asso-
ciation, self-organization, and designation of 
representatives of their own choosing, for 
the purpose of negotiating the terms and 
conditions of their employment or other mu-
tual aid or protection. 

That is what the law says. The pur-
pose is, again, to encourage ‘‘the prac-
tice and procedure of collective bar-
gaining’’ for the good of our workers, 
for the good of our economy, and for 
the good of our Nation. 

So if we have a nominee who comes 
up for the Board who supports collec-
tive bargaining, I would think that 
nominee would be more qualified, not 
less qualified, to serve on the Board be-
cause that nominee understands what 
the law says. So we should be seeking 
nominees who are, in the words of one 
of the nominees before us today, not 
pro-union, not pro-worker or pro-man-
agement, but ‘‘pro-Act’’—‘‘pro-Act.’’ If 
you are pro-act, the act says that we 
should be ‘‘encouraging the practice 
and procedure of collective bargaining 
and by protecting the exercise by 
workers of full freedom of association, 
self-organization, and designation of 
representatives of their own choosing.’’ 
That is what the law says. 

I am optimistic that the nominees 
before us today will bring this perspec-
tive to their work at the Board. All 
five nominees have diverse back-
grounds and are deeply steeped in labor 
and employment law. While I certainly 
do not agree with the politics or per-
haps the ideology of each nominee, it 
cannot be disputed that this is a com-
petent and experienced group of law-
yers. Given their diverse backgrounds 
and qualifications, there is no reason 
this package of nominees should not be 
confirmed with strong bipartisan sup-
port. 

All five of these nominees have been 
thoroughly vetted. For the two most 
recent nominees—Kent Hirozawa and 
Nancy Schiffer—the vetting process 
has been quick, but it has been thor-
ough. They have submitted all of the 
paperwork that we receive for our 
nominees. They have appeared before 
our committee in a hearing, answered 
any questions. They have met with 
staff for both sides, and they have an-
swered all the written questions posed 
by members of my committee. They 
have demonstrated themselves to be 
impressively qualified and capable, and 
I look forward to their future service 
on the Board. 

So I believe the time has come to 
start a new chapter for the NLRB. It is 
time to ratchet down the political 
rhetoric that has recently haunted this 
agency and let the dedicated public 
servants who work there do their jobs. 
Indeed, I hope today’s votes mark a 
new beginning for the Board, with a 
new energy and vitality, a new spirit of 
collaboration. A revitalized NLRB is a 
critical part of our continued efforts to 
build a strong economy and a strong 
middle class. It is long past time to put 
the Board back in business and to tone 
down the rhetoric. 

I say to my friends on the other 
side—again, a vocal minority—cer-
tainly they can vote against the nomi-
nees. That is their right. That is their 
privilege. But do not use the nomina-
tion process to try to shut down the 
Board or to thwart the implementation 
of the National Labor Relations Act. 

I am sure there were times when a 
majority of the Board was appointed by 
Republican Presidents and they were 
probably more promanagement. I can-
not think of one right now, but I am 
sure they probably made some deci-
sions that I would not be in favor of. 
But they did it openly. There are also 
times under a Democratic President 
when the Board would probably have 
three members who would be more 
from the labor side than management 
side. But that is the ebb and flow. 

Quite frankly, for most of the times 
in the past, even though Republican 
Presidents had put nominees on the 
Board who were probably more 
promanagement or came from the 
management side—they would have 
three of those and then two from the 
worker or labor side—they still ran the 
Board in a nonpartisan fashion and 
reached agreements in an open fashion 
that were implementing the National 
Labor Relations Act. I would be hard 
pressed to think of a time when the 
Board acted in contradiction to what 
the act actually says. 

Until recently—and this has just bro-
ken down in the last few years when 
President Obama’s nominees to the 
Board, in the first instance, were fili-
bustered when the President had to 
give recess appointments to nominees. 
Of course, a recess appointment can 
only last so long, and then that person 
has to leave the Board. As I said, there 
was a threat by a Member on the Re-

publican side to filibuster nominees be-
fore they were even sent down. That 
means the Board would have been un-
able to operate. So the President then 
gave a recess appointment to two 
nominees to keep the Board func-
tioning. That then found its way into 
the courts. 

We have a couple of courts that de-
cided the President did not have the 
power to do a recess appointment the 
way he did it. Other courts have taken 
different pathways. So that set of facts 
in that case is winding its way to the 
Supreme Court. It probably will be de-
cided some time next year. But that is 
what happens when people do not let 
nominees who are fully qualified—fully 
qualified—come to the floor to get an 
up-or-down vote. 

So I am very pleased this agreement 
that was reached a couple weeks ago to 
not filibuster nominees included the 
National Labor Relations Board. So we 
have an agreement from the Repub-
lican side that they will not filibuster 
these nominees. We have five of them. 
This is the first, Mr. Hirozawa. I am 
hopeful that, again, since they have 
been thoroughly vetted, we can move 
ahead expeditiously to vote on them 
and that we will not take the full 8 
hours to debate these nominees and 
that each one of them—each one would 
have 8 hours. But, hopefully, we can 
collapse that and have the votes on the 
nominees at some time later this after-
noon, and, as I said, turn a new chapter 
in the NLRB. Put them down there on 
the Board and let them do their work, 
and tone down the political rhetoric a 
little bit on the National Labor Rela-
tions Board. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that time during all postcloture 
quorum calls on the Hirozawa nomina-
tion be charged equally to both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HARKIN. I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be allowed to 
speak for 5 minutes as in morning busi-
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

BUDGET CONTROL ACT 
Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, as we 

begin our final week of legislative ac-
tivity prior to the August work period, 
I rise today to discuss the fiscal chal-
lenges that will await us on our return. 
When the Senate gavels back into ses-
sion on September 9, we will be only 3 
short weeks away from the end of the 
fiscal year. We will have only 15 busi-
ness days to reach an agreement on all 
12 appropriations bills and avoid a gov-
ernment shutdown. 
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Unfortunately, our progress toward 

reaching this goal has been less than 
stellar. The transportation-housing ap-
propriations bill we are currently con-
sidering is the first of 12 bills that has 
even been brought to the Senate floor. 
Consider this: We cannot even agree to 
comply with the spending limits man-
dated under current law. We are headed 
for a big multitrain pileup. 

Last Congress, the Senate and the 
House made a promise to the American 
people—made a promise about a basic 
level of fiscal constraint on our appro-
priations process; not enough, but a 
step in the right direction. As a part of 
the Budget Control Act, which passed 
with bipartisan support and was signed 
by the President, we committed to cap-
ping appropriations spending at certain 
levels for each of the next 10 years. 

Less than a year ago, the majority 
leader emphatically proclaimed them 
binding when he said: 

We passed the Budget Control Act. We 
have agreed to all of those numbers. They 
are done. They are agreed to. 

In only the second year of this 10- 
year schedule, the 12 appropriation 
bills are mandated to spend no more 
than $967 billion. That is a huge num-
ber to almost everyone. It is simply a 
whole lot of spending, almost $3 billion 
a day. But my colleagues on the other 
side want to spend even more. In fact, 
they want to spend well over $1 trillion 
this year. 

You see, they want to pretend the 
Budget Control Act never passed and 
was never signed into law. They want 
to keep on spending as if there is some 
kind of alternative reality. But sadly 
that is not the case. Our Nation’s def-
icit is still too large. We are still miles 
away from a balanced budget. The na-
tional debt continues on a course to-
ward disaster. Yet, apparently, we are 
going to ignore the appropriations caps 
we all agreed to 2 years ago—not by an 
insignificant amount, an additional $91 
billion above the legal limit in the next 
fiscal year alone. 

As a new member of the Appropria-
tions Committee, I have been surprised 
to watch week after week bills being 
advanced that simply ignore current 
law. With a $17 trillion national debt, 
we cannot simply imagine our way out 
of this crisis. But by ignoring the 
Budget Control Act, that is exactly 
what we are attempting to do. 

I continue to believe very strongly 
that we should be preparing bills that 
are consistent with current law, abid-
ing by the spending caps we voted for 
and were signed by the President. I 
think we should even do more than 
that, but complying with the current 
law is the bare minimum. 

What does all of this mean? Who gets 
hurt if we ignore the BCA caps? Well, 
ignoring the BCA spending levels is not 
free money we can print down at the 
Treasury Department. Spending over 
the BCA caps simply sets the stage for 
yet another round of sequester cuts. 
We all remember how popular that was 
beginning this year. The administra-

tion officials claimed our health, our 
safety, our well-being, were in the bal-
ance as they traveled the country, 
threatening services such as Head 
Start, food safety inspectors, and mas-
sive delays at airports because of the 
indiscriminate, across-the-board spend-
ing cuts. 

That is exactly what we are going to 
see in a few weeks because the major-
ity would rather wash their hands of 
the responsibility to honor the caps 
and continue spending as though ac-
tions do not matter. But that is ex-
actly the Senate’s plan, spend $91 bil-
lion over what the law allows. When $91 
billion worth of across-the-board cuts 
kick in, they hope the outcry from the 
American people is loud enough to con-
vince us here in Congress to add the ad-
ditional spending to our national debt. 
In my judgment, that is no way to run 
a railroad, but that seems to be the 
plan: keep spending us right into an-
other sequester, ignore the con-
sequences, and hope for the best. 

It simply boggles the mind, espe-
cially when you consider all but two 
Senate Democrats on the Appropria-
tions Committee supported—I empha-
size supported—the increased level of 
spending restraint in the BCA. 

Instead, we should have been using 
this time as an opportunity to more 
thoughtfully reduce spending before 
the end of the fiscal year. That is ex-
actly what President Obama says he 
wants, when he says Congress should 
use a scalpel to tame our budget prob-
lems, not an axe, in across-the-board 
spending cuts. We can responsibly meet 
the $967 billion spending target in cur-
rent law, but we have to try. But in-
stead of seizing the opportunity, we are 
once again shirking our responsibility 
in the hopes that no one will notice. 
That is disappointing to the American 
people. By exceeding the caps, we are 
violating yet another commitment we 
have made to them to get our fiscal 
house in order. You see, the American 
people figured this out long ago. Wash-
ington simply spends too much and, 
most importantly, spends too much of 
their own money. As their elected rep-
resentatives, we should not ignore this. 
I am hopeful we can change course, 
take this opportunity and ensure that 
our spending bills total no more than 
what we promised months ago. 

Come October 1, the American people 
will have the opportunity to see wheth-
er we have met that challenge. I hope 
for the sake of the country they get 
better news than what appears today. 

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I ask unanimous 
consent to speak as if in morning busi-
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATIONS 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 

this week the Senate is voting on five 
of the President’s nominations for 
membership on the National Labor Re-
lations Board. I expect all five to re-
ceive up-or-down votes, as they gen-
erally do, and I expect all five to be 
confirmed. The Board will then have a 
full complement, with a Democratic 
majority of three and two Republican 
members. 

I would like to review for a moment 
what has happened and how we got to 
this spot because it is an important 
moment in the history of our ability as 
a country to maintain the checks and 
balances and certain separations of 
power among the various branches of 
government and especially to restrain 
the Executive, which has been an im-
portant part of our country’s history. 

In January 2012 the President nomi-
nated two individuals to be members of 
the National Labor Relations Board 
using his recess-appointment power. He 
has that power in the Constitution. 
The only problem was that the Senate 
wasn’t in recess—at least that was our 
view. The Senate was in a 3-day pro 
forma session. A 3-day pro forma ses-
sion is a device that was employed by 
Senator REID, the distinguished major-
ity leader, when Bush was President, 
and he did it to keep President Bush 
from using his recess-appointment 
power when the Senate was in recess. 

Most of our Presidents have chafed 
under the restraints we have placed 
upon our Executive. President Bush 
didn’t like that, but he respected it, 
and President Bush never made recess 
appointments while the Senate was in 
session. But President Obama did—on 
January 4, 2012. Senate Republicans ob-
jected strongly to that. After a great 
deal of discussion, we decided to sup-
port a lawsuit challenging the appoint-
ments. That lawsuit went before the 
DC Circuit Court of Appeals, and the 
Circuit Court of Appeals agreed with 
our position and said in effect that the 
President could not make a recess ap-
pointment when the Senate itself had 
determined it was in session. 

Since then there have been two other 
decisions by other federal courts of ap-
peals that have said what the President 
did on January 4, 2012, was unconstitu-
tional. The case will come before the 
Supreme Court this next term. No one 
knows what decision the Supreme 
Court will make, but my sense would 
be that the Supreme Court will say to 
this President or to any President 
that, Mr. President, you can’t use your 
constitutional power to make a recess 
appointment at a time when the Sen-
ate is not in recess. 

I said earlier that Presidents have 
chafed under these restraints on the 
executive branch. That has been true 
ever since the days of George Wash-
ington. George Washington imposed his 
own modesty and restraint upon the 
American character when he resigned 
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his commission after the Revolu-
tionary War, when he stepped down 
after two terms as President and went 
back to Mount Vernon, when he asked 
to be called Mr. President instead of 
Your Excellency. Ever since then we 
have had many strong Presidents. They 
haven’t all liked the idea that Wash-
ington also helped write a constitution 
that created a congress and a bill of 
rights, and the whole purpose of that 
was to restrain the Executive. After 
all, our revolution was against a king, 
and most of our Founders—not all of 
them, but the majority of the drafters 
of the Constitution didn’t want a king 
of the United States, they wanted a 
president of the United States. 

One of the most important checks 
upon the power of the Executive is the 
Senate’s power to advise and consent, 
the power to review. About 1,000 Presi-
dential nominations come to us, and it 
takes a while to confirm them. Some-
times it takes longer than the nomi-
nees think it should. I have repeated 
many times on this floor that when the 
first President Bush nominated me to 
be Education Secretary and the Sen-
ator from Ohio held up my nomination 
for 3 months, I didn’t think that was 
such a good idea, but the Senate had 
the power to do it because the Con-
stitution restrains the Executive. Un-
fortunately, this President didn’t seem 
to read that chapter in American his-
tory because we have seen during this 
President’s time repeated efforts to 
circumvent the constitutional checks 
on the Executive. 

This administration has appointed 
more czars than the Romanovs had. 
That is the way you get around the 
nomination process. This administra-
tion’s excellent Education Secretary 
has used a simple waiver authority in 
effect to create a national school 
board. When Congress says we don’t 
want to appropriate money to imple-
ment ObamaCare, the Health and 
Human Services Secretary says: Well, 
if Congress won’t do it, I will do it any-
way; I will just go out and raise private 
money and do it. Then we have recess 
appointments being made when the 
Senate is not in recess. That is uncon-
stitutional. If that could happen, the 
Senate could adjourn for lunch and 
come back and we would have a new 
Supreme Court Justice because the 
President said we were in recess. 

So what is happening this week with 
these National Labor Relations Board 
nominees has a special significance in 
our constitutional history because not 
only did Republicans support a lawsuit 
challenging the appointments, which 
we are winning and the case has been 
won in two other Federal courts—but 
the President, after much discussion, 
has withdrawn his two unconstitution-
ally appointed nominees. 

I suggested that he do this in May 
when we had a markup of the five 
nominees the President sent. I voted 
for three—the Democratic Chairman 
and the two Republicans—and I voted 
against the two who were unconsti-

tutionally appointed. They were well- 
qualified people. That wasn’t the issue. 
The issue was that the Senate needed a 
way to express its objection to this un-
constitutional action by the Executive. 

I suggested that what the President 
should do is withdraw those two nomi-
nees and send us two new ones in the 
normal process—people who had not 
stayed on after a Federal court decided 
they were unconstitutionally there. 
These two unconstitutionally ap-
pointed nominees have participated in 
more than 1,000 cases. These cases are 
all subject to being vacated because 
there was no constitutional quorum. 

It leaves quite a mess in our labor 
laws. But the President withdrew those 
two and now we are, this week, doing 
what the Senate normally does. We are 
considering in the normal process his 
new nominees. 

I am voting, as I said, for the two Re-
publicans and the Chairman. The 
Chairman was not unconstitutionally 
appointed. He did not continue to serve 
as an unconstitutionally appointed per-
son, since he was not so appointed, so I 
voted for him in committee. I do not 
agree with the Chairman and his view 
of labor laws, but I will have to take 
that up during the next election. Elec-
tions have consequences, and when we 
elect the President of the United 
States, he normally appoints people 
who agree with him. 

I am also voting for having an up-or- 
down vote. We almost always do that 
with the President’s nominees. There 
have only been a few times in our his-
tory when we have not. We have never 
failed to have an up-or-down vote on a 
Supreme Court Justice after they have 
come to the floor. We have never failed 
to have an up-or-down vote on a dis-
trict court judge after they have come 
to the floor; the same in terms of cir-
cuit courts. We never did, until Demo-
crats started filibustering President 
Bush’s judges about 10 years ago when 
I came to the Senate. We all know that 
story. 

But normally we have an up-or-down 
vote, and we will be doing that this 
week on the President’s five nominees. 
I am voting against two of the nomi-
nees when that up-or-down vote comes, 
and I wish to explain why. 

One is Mr. Hirozawa and the other is 
Ms. Schiffer. Both of them have excel-
lent legal backgrounds. But the prob-
lem is I am not persuaded—I hope I will 
be proven wrong—that they will be 
able to transfer their positions of advo-
cacy to positions of adjudication; that 
they can be impartial when employers 
come before them. 

Employers as well as employees have 
a right, when they come before the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board, to ex-
pect that all five members, whether 
Republicans or Democrats, from what-
ever background they might have, will 
look at the case and decide it in an im-
partial way. It may be possible that 
Mr. Hirozawa and Ms. Schiffer can do 
that, but I am not persuaded that is 
true, and so while I am voting that 

they have up-or-down votes, I am not 
voting for them. 

The President has nominated for the 
Board three different individuals who 
were employed directly by major labor 
unions. The first was Craig Becker, 
who was counsel for two unions, and 
whose nomination was rejected by a bi-
partisan vote in 2010. The second was 
Mr. Griffin. The third is Ms. Schiffer. 

I asked Ms. Schiffer at her hearing if 
she could remember other examples of 
an administration stocking the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board with or-
ganized labor employees and she could 
not think of examples and I could not 
either. Over the last several years, the 
National Labor Relations Board seems 
to have veered away from impartiality. 
Instead of preserving a level playing 
field and protecting the carefully bal-
anced rights of all parties, it has shown 
favoritism toward organized labor lead-
ership and very little interest in the 
rights of individual employers or indi-
vidual employees who want to exercise 
their rights not to join a union. 

In fairness, I have to admit this 
politicization of the National Labor 
Relations Board has occurred both 
under Republican and Democratic ad-
ministrations, but I think appointing a 
person directly from a high level job 
within a major labor union is not an 
example of trying to move away from 
that trend. 

The trend is causing confusion. One 
labor law professor at a nationally rec-
ognized law school recently said she 
cannot even use her labor law textbook 
anymore. She has to resort to handing 
out NLRB decisions to explain the law 
because they are changing it so much. 
The NLRB has ventured into rule-
making with two new efforts, both of 
which have been stalled by the Federal 
courts. 

In August 2011, the Board issued a 
new rule requiring employers to post a 
biased employee rights poster in the 
workplace and making it an unfair 
labor practice to fail to do so. Two sep-
arate Federal courts have struck down 
the rule because it exceeded statutory 
authority. 

In December 2011, the Board issued a 
new rule shortening the time in which 
a union election is held, otherwise 
known as the ambush elections rule. 
The DC Circuit Court struck down this 
rule on the grounds it lacked a 
quorum, and the NLRB is appealing the 
decision. 

So far, this administration’s NLRB 
has sought to change the rules for de-
termining bargaining units, the process 
for certifying a representation elec-
tion, the legal obligation of employers 
to withhold dues from employees’ pay-
checks, even when there is no valid col-
lective bargaining agreement in place, 
the validity of arbitration provisions in 
employment contracts, the legality of 
numerous well-intentioned employee 
handbook provisions, the rules gov-
erning employee discipline when there 
is no valid collective bargaining agree-
ment in place, the rules governing the 
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confidentiality of employee witness 
statements given during a legitimate 
investigation, the policy against forc-
ing nonunion member employees to 
pay for union lobbying expenses, the 
rules governing employers’ rights to 
limit access to their property, and at-
tempting to create an entirely new em-
ployer obligation and unfair labor prac-
tice through the poster requirement 
struck down by multiple Federal appel-
late courts. 

The effect of all of these changes 
seems to me to tilt the playing field in 
favor of organized labor instead of im-
partiality, which is the directive of the 
statute. So fairness and impartiality is 
what I am looking for in any NLRB 
nominee. These two nominees do not 
pass this test. That is why I plan to op-
pose their nominations. 

But the most important message 
from this week’s debate is this: The 
Senate is saying, not just to this Presi-
dent but to any President, Republican 
and Democrat, that you may not abuse 
your constitutional power of recess ap-
pointments by making appointments 
when the Senate itself determines it is 
not in recess. To do so is an affront to 
the separation of powers. It under-
mines checks and balances that were 
placed upon the Executive at the begin-
ning of our country as a way of pre-
serving our liberties. That is an impor-
tant step in the history of constitu-
tional law in this country, and I am 
glad to see it has been done in this 
way. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HEINRICH). The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP PROGRAM 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, over the 

last few years, I have spoken on the 
floor about how the Department of De-
fense procures major weapons sys-
tems—a system that is, to a large de-
gree, broken, unfortunately. It is now 
even more important. With defense 
funding likely to be constrained to re-
duced levels in the coming years, our 
role as legislators overseeing major de-
fense acquisition programs to make 
sure they are efficient and effective is 
as important today as it has ever 
been—indeed, even more so. 

A recently released Government Ac-
countability Office—GAO—report that 
is highly critical of the Navy’s Littoral 
Combat Ship Program brings me to the 
floor today. On that program, the Navy 
plans to spend over $40 billion to buy a 
total of 52 seaframes and 64 so-called 
‘‘plug-and-play’’ mission modules. 
These are modules that would be 

moved on and off, depending on the 
mission in which the Littoral Combat 
Ship is engaged. The combined capa-
bility of those modules with the 
seaframes is supposed to give these 
ships their intended lethality. 

Until recently, my main concern 
with this program has been the unbri-
dled growth in the cost to build the 
seaframes of the lead ships: the Free-
dom—the steel hull version—and the 
Independence, which is an aluminum 
trimaran version. The Navy appears to 
have addressed that problem. While the 
cost to build the seaframes for the fol-
low-ships is still about double the pro-
gram’s original, overly optimistic cost 
estimate—which is not unusual—the 
cost to complete the construction ap-
pears to have stabilized at about $450 
million each. 

Today I am concerned about another 
very serious problem: that the Navy 
will buy too many of these ships before 
the combination of their seaframes, 
with their interchangeable mission 
modules, has been proven capable of 
performing the missions these ships are 
supposed to perform. In other words, 
the Navy will not know whether this 
Littoral Combat Ship meets the com-
batant commanders’ operational re-
quirements until after it has procured 
more than half of the 52 planned ships. 
This is particularly troubling inas-
much as the Littoral Combat Ship fleet 
will comprise more than one-third of 
the Navy’s surface combatant ships. 

The Littoral Combat Ships’ stated 
primary missions are antisubmarine 
warfare, mine countermeasures, and 
surface warfare against small boats, es-
pecially in the littorals. These three 
primary missions appear oriented to-
ward countering, among other things, 
some of the littoral or coastal anti-ac-
cess/area-denial capabilities that have 
been fielded in recent years by poten-
tial adversaries. 

The Navy took delivery of the first of 
two ships—the Freedom and Independ-
ence—more than 3 years ago. But the 
ship called Freedom actually deployed, 
albeit with limited capability, to 
Singapore in March and has experi-
enced many of the technical challenges 
normally associated with a prototype 
ship. The decision to deploy the ship 
Freedom prior to the completion of 
critical developmental and operational 
testing may be good salesmanship on 
the part of the Navy, but the current 
plan to buy more than half of the total 
Littoral Combat Ship fleet prior to the 
completion of operational testing 
plainly contradicts defense acquisition 
guidelines and best procurement prac-
tices—and amounts to a case of ‘‘buy 
before you fly,’’ to borrow a phrase 
from aircraft acquisitions. 

It also increases the risk that the 
program will incur additional costs to 
backfit already built Littoral Combat 
Ships with expensive design changes 
identified through late testing and 
evaluation or, worse, operational use. 

As is the case in several other major 
defense acquisition programs, the prob-

lem here is ‘‘excessive concurrency’’— 
that is, an overlap between develop-
ment and production that exposes the 
program to a high risk of costly retro-
fits to earlier units in the production 
run. It sounds simple, but this is the 
problem that for years rendered the 
Joint Strike Fighter Program effec-
tively unexecutable and that led to the 
terminations of the Army’s multibil-
lion-dollar Future Combat Systems 
Program and the Air Force’s Expedi-
tionary Combat Support System Pro-
gram. 

As to the Littoral Combat Ship, the 
General Accountability Office spelled 
out this problem in the report it re-
leased just a few days ago. According 
to the GAO: 

There are significant unknowns related to 
key LCS operations and support concepts 
and the relative advantages and disadvan-
tages of the two variants. The potential ef-
fect of these unknowns on the program is 
compounded by the Navy’s aggressive acqui-
sition strategy. By the time key tests of in-
tegrated LCS capability are completed in 
several years, the Navy will have procured or 
have under contract more than half of the 
planned number of ships. Almost half of the 
planned ships are already under contract, 
and the Navy plans to award further con-
tracts in 2016, before the Department of De-
fense makes a decision about full rate pro-
duction of the ships. The Navy will not be 
able to demonstrate that mission packages 
integrated with the seaframes can meet the 
minimum performance requirements until 
operational testing for both variants [the 
Freedom and the Independence] is com-
pleted, currently planned for 2019. 

I repeat: 2019. 
I again voice my concern that the 

Navy plans to purchase many, if not 
most, of the Littoral Combat Ships in 
the program before knowing whether 
the ships will work as advertised and 
as needed. 

The GAO report’s bottom line rec-
ommendation is to limit future 
seaframe and mission module pur-
chases until the LCS Program achieves 
key acquisition and testing milestones 
that would help make sure that the 
program delivers required combat ca-
pability. I agree completely with the 
GAO. GAO’s concerns are shared by the 
Pentagon’s independent chief tester 
and even the Navy itself, in an internal 
report called the ‘‘OPNAV Report’’ or 
‘‘Perez Report.’’ I highly recommend 
that anyone who has an interest in the 
Littoral Combat Ship read these re-
ports. 

In terms of the costs to national se-
curity and to the taxpayer, we simply 
cannot afford to continue committing 
unlimited resources to an unproven 
program that may eventually account 
for more than one-third of the surface 
combatant fleet. The LCS seaframe 
and mission modules are at different 
points along the acquisition life cycle. 
We need to put a pause on additional 
ship purchases and synchronize the 
plans for testing the seaframes and the 
mission modules to make sure the 
Navy is executing a coherent acquisi-
tion strategy that will deliver combat 
capability responsive to what our oper-
ational commanders actually need. 
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Also, the Navy has to lay out a clear 

top-level plan on how these ships will 
be used in response to reasonably fore-
seeable, relevant threats around the 
world. In other words, it needs to de-
cide the concept of operation—or 
CONOPS—that this ship class will sup-
port. According to a declassified inter-
nal Navy report released last Tuesday, 
‘‘There are two options: Building a 
CONOPS’’—that means concept of op-
erations—‘‘to match LCS’ current ca-
pabilities or modifying the ship to bet-
ter meet the needs of the Theater Com-
manders.’’ 

The report goes on to say: ‘‘The 
ship’s current characteristics limit op-
erations to a greater extent than envi-
sioned by the CONOPS. . . .’’ The sec-
ond option is to ‘‘modify the ship to 
support the warfighting requirements. 
Our review identified opportunities to 
modify several of the ships’ character-
istics to more closely align with the in-
tent of the original CONOPS.’’ 

Right now, it seems as though what-
ever combat capability LCS can mus-
ter is driving its mission, not the other 
way around, as in most ships. In other 
words, the Littoral Combat Ship ap-
pears to be a ship looking for a mis-
sion. But just to perform its three cur-
rently intended primary missions, the 
Navy is looking at significant design 
changes and increasing Littoral Com-
bat Ships’ crew size, even though it has 
already bought about 30 percent of all 
of the LCS ships it intends to buy. 
That could increase its procurement 
and life cycle operation and support 
costs well beyond current estimates 
and strain its affordability. Given how 
many frigates, minesweepers, and pa-
trol crafts the Navy currently plans to 
retire over the next 5 years in favor of 
Littoral Combat Ships, this is particu-
larly troubling. 

Notably, the Government Account-
ability Office also reports: ‘‘Current 
LCS weapon systems are underper-
forming and offer little chance of sur-
vival in a combat scenario.’’ 

In this regard, the Government Ac-
countability Office appears to agree 
with the Pentagon’s chief independent 
weapons tester. As this top Pentagon 
official has noted, before proceeding 
beyond early production, this program 
should complete initial operational 
testing and evaluation to determine 
that it is effective, suitable, and sur-
vivable. But LCS is not doing so. Why 
not? We need an answer to that. If, for 
whatever reason, the Navy believes it 
must deviate from that practice, what 
plan will it put in place to mitigate the 
resulting concurrency risk? 

Let me be clear. To justify the pur-
chase of the remaining 32 ships in the 
program, the Navy must first provide 
credible evidence based on rigorous, 
operationally relevant and realistic 
testing and evaluation, that this ship 
will in fact be able to adequately per-
form its primary stated missions and 
meet combatant commander require-
ments. Congress must, at a minimum, 
thoroughly review this program before 

authorizing funding in fiscal year 2015 
to buy the next four LCS’s and require 
the Secretary of the Navy to certify, 
on the basis of sound written justifica-
tion arising from sufficient initial 
operational testing and evaluation, 
that the LCS ships will be able to ade-
quately perform their intended mis-
sions and provide our operational com-
manders with the combat capability 
they need. 

The American people are—quite 
rightly—tired of seeing their taxpayer 
dollars wasted on disastrous defense 
programs such as the Air Force’s failed 
ECSS Program or the Army’s Future 
Combat System Program or the Navy’s 
VH–71 Presidential Helicopter Replace-
ment Program. LCS must not be al-
lowed to become yet another failed 
program in an already unacceptably 
long list of amorphous acronyms that— 
after squandering literally billions of 
taxpayer dollars—have long since lost 
meaning. 

On the LCS program, the Navy must 
right its course—today. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

RECESS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate recess 
until 2:15 p.m. to allow for the weekly 
caucus meetings and that the time dur-
ing the recess be counted postcloture, 
with the time charged equally to both 
sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:40 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Ms. BALDWIN). 

f 

NOMINATION OF KENT YOSHIHO 
HIROZAWA TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE NATIONAL LABOR RELA-
TIONS BOARD—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

The Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. ISAKSON. Madam President, I 

would like to be recognized for the pur-
pose of making brief remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia is recognized. 

WORKFORCE INVESTMENT ACT 

Mr. ISAKSON. Madam President, I 
am pleased to come to the floor—and I 
will be joined shortly by Senator MUR-
RAY from the State of Washington—to 
announce that tomorrow in the HELP 
Committee—the Health, Education, 
Labor & Pensions Committee—we will 
be introducing the reauthorization of 
the Workforce Investment Act. 

Quite honestly, the Workforce In-
vestment Act was passed in 1998 and 
has not been reauthorized in the last 15 
years. During that period of time, our 
country—particularly in the last 6 
years—has gone through a sustained 
period of high unemployment. We also 
have periods where employers cannot 
find the match of workers who are ac-
tually trained for the jobs they have. 

Workforce investment and training is 
important for those with disabilities, 
those without jobs, those with skill 
sets that need to be improved, and this 
bill addresses all of those areas. 

Senator MURRAY has been a tireless 
Senator in working to find common 
ground on issues that have been crit-
ical to both the Democratic Party and 
the Republican Party but, more impor-
tant, to the workers of the United 
States of America. 

I wish to pay tribute to her staff who 
has worked tirelessly with my staff, 
and I wish to thank Tommy Nguyen on 
my staff, in particular, for his dedica-
tion and hard work. 

This bill represents a real step for-
ward, and I am pleased that this morn-
ing the Business Roundtable issued a 
release of their endorsement of the 
base bill we are putting forward tomor-
row in the committee. Hopefully, it 
will be on the floor this fall when we 
return from the summer recess and we 
can move forward on job training, job 
opportunity, and lowering the unem-
ployment rate in the United States of 
America. 

In particular, I am very pleased this 
bill provides flexibility to our Gov-
ernors in terms of transferability of 
funds. It provides for business majori-
ties on the board and a business mem-
ber to be a board chairman and the 
State chairman could also be a busi-
nessperson, which means those who are 
doing the employing will be those who 
will be guiding the Workforce Invest-
ment Act in their State. 

I am also particularly proud of the 
fact that we focus on a regional ap-
proach to workforce investment. So 
often times, you get so many work-
force investment boards in one metro-
politan area that you have a very indi-
vidualized focus and not a regional 
focus. A regional focus is important for 
workers. It is important for all of us. 

So I am pleased to announce today 
on my behalf—Senator ISAKSON on the 
HELP Committee—that along with 
Senator MURRAY, today we are intro-
ducing and tomorrow we will mark up 
in committee the reauthorization of 
the Workforce Investment Act. 

I look forward to the support of all 
Members of the Senate to help us do a 
better job providing jobs for working 
Americans. 

I yield back my time and—no, I do 
not yield back my time. I can brag 
about Senator MURRAY while she is 
here now because I have been saying 
nice things while she was on her way. 

I thank Senator MURRAY for her co-
operation, the spirit of cooperation she 
has given us, and the fact that we are 
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finally reaching an agreement between 
ourselves and our staffs. I met with my 
side this morning. I know the Senator 
has done the same. We have a good 
platform to move forward on the first 
reauthorization of the Workforce In-
vestment Act since 1998. 

I defer to the Senator from Wash-
ington. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
thank the Senator. Senator ISAKSON 
has been absolutely great to work 
with. We have been spending a lot of 
time on this. 

Let me make a few remarks. 
Over the past several weeks and 

months, we have spent a lot of time in 
the Senate debating everything from 
the Federal budget to separate spend-
ing bills, and throughout those debates 
Members of both parties have agreed it 
is absolutely critical that we are work-
ing to write laws and policies that put 
hardworking Americans back to work, 
help our businesses grow and invest, 
and position our economy to compete 
and win in the 21st century. 

We have had some disagreement on 
how to achieve those goals, but as our 
Nation now recovers from the reces-
sion, our first priority has to be get-
ting Americans back on the job. So I 
wish to join with Senator ISAKSON to 
talk about the tremendous progress we 
have made in the HELP Committee; 
that is, the work to reauthorize the 
Workforce Investment Act—and to do 
just that: put Americans back to work. 

Before I get to the importance of the 
bill itself, I do wish to take some time 
to talk about the bipartisan process we 
have had at the committee level to 
move this forward. 

From the very beginning of this proc-
ess I have worked very closely with my 
Republican cosponsor Senator ISAKSON, 
whom you just heard from, and though 
I know we represent very different 
States with different industries and 
different issues, we have each remained 
very committed to writing a bill that 
works for all American businesses and 
workers. 

This process has never been about 
scoring political points or pitting in-
terests against each other. I think it 
has been a rare and needed example of 
true bipartisan legislating, and I thank 
my friend Senator ISAKSON, again, for 
his hard work and commitment 
throughout this process. 

I also wish to thank our committee 
chairman and ranking member—Sen-
ator HARKIN and Senator ALEXANDER— 
who have both worked extensively on 
this legislation and have now signed on 
as cosponsors as well. 

It has been 15 years since we first 
passed the Workforce Investment Act 
or WIA. But perhaps more important, 
it has been a full decade since the leg-
islation was due to be reauthorized. So 
this law—which was first written in the 
late 1990s—was designed to be changed 
and updated back in 2003. Since then, 
as we all know, our country and our 
economy have changed a lot. 

In the late 1990s, the Internet was 
changing the way we do business and 
driving our economy, and the housing 
sector was as strong as ever. But as we 
all know, unfortunately, both of these 
industries went bust. 

But back then, we in Congress were 
willing to take the long view and make 
meaningful commitments to and in-
vestments in our workforce develop-
ment systems. So back in 1998, we 
wrote and passed the Workforce Invest-
ment Act to help our workers and edu-
cators and businesses respond to an 
economy that was changing faster than 
ever before. 

Lately, we have not done much of 
that, but I am very optimistic that by 
improving and reauthorizing WIA, we 
can get back on track. This is the very 
law that was written to help us respond 
to a changing economy and provide the 
framework for our Nation’s workforce 
development system. But it is still 
written to address the issues we faced 
more than 10 years ago. 

So working with Senators from both 
sides of the aisle and the business, 
labor, and education communities, we 
are bringing to our committee tomor-
row a very strong reauthorization bill 
that brings WIA into the 21st century. 

This bill puts more than a decade of 
experience and data to use by doing a 
few things. It requires a single unified 
workforce plan in each State and re-
places all the overlap and confusion be-
tween separate State agencies. 

It recognizes that we need data and 
analysis to understand which work-
force programs are working well, what 
makes them work well and how to im-
prove them and, just as important, 
which programs are underperforming, 
why, and how to fix them. It makes 
changes to align our workforce systems 
with regional economic development 
and labor markets. 

This bill is focused on using real- 
world data to measure the returns we 
get on our workforce investments, and 
getting good return on the Federal dol-
lars we invest is exactly what Ameri-
cans are calling for today. 

So while we are making important 
changes to the existing version of WIA, 
I wish to finish my remarks with an ex-
ample of the incredible success this law 
has already had in helping our econ-
omy. 

Last year, the WIA adult and dis-
located worker programs produced 
some remarkable statistics. Over 1 mil-
lion adults and dislocated workers were 
placed in jobs. Those workers earned 
more than $12 billion over just the first 
6 months of their employment. In that 
same period, WIA funds spent on those 
programs came to about $2 billion. 

Let me say that again. In just 6 
months, an investment of $2 billion 
yielded a return of more than $12 bil-
lion. So the investments we make 
through WIA programs are having an 
incredible impact on our economy. The 
important point is we can do more. 

That is why a lot of organizations 
across the country have called for a 

modernized 21st century version of the 
Workforce Investment Act—organiza-
tions such as the National Business 
Roundtable, the National Metropolitan 
Business Alliance, labor and education 
leaders, and the Greater Seattle Cham-
ber of Commerce in my home State. 
All of these organizations are sup-
porting the efforts we have put to-
gether. 

We are here today to announce to our 
colleagues that tomorrow we are going 
to begin marking up our reauthoriza-
tion bill in committee, and I look for-
ward to continuing working with my 
colleagues from both sides of the aisle. 

In a time when bipartisan legislation 
has become difficult to achieve, I hope 
we can set an example of what we are 
still capable of doing together to 
strengthen our country and our econ-
omy. 

I again want to thank Senator ISAK-
SON and all those who have worked 
very hard to put this bill together. I 
am proud of what we have accom-
plished and look forward to working 
with him as we move through this 
process. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

THE AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I rise 
today to talk about an epidemic in the 
American workforce that has wreaked 
havoc on our labor markets and caused 
undue hardship for millions of our Na-
tion’s workers. I am talking, of course, 
about the eradication of the 40-hour 
workweek wrought by the so-called 
‘‘Affordable Care Act.’’ 

As a result of this poorly named law, 
businesses around the country are in-
stituting hiring freezes, downsizing 
their workforces or reducing worker 
hours. The President’s health law re-
quires employers with 50 or more full- 
time employees to offer health cov-
erage of a minimum value or pay a pen-
alty. One of the unintended but not un-
foreseen consequences of the law is 
that a number of employers are opting 
to unilaterally limit the number of 
full-time employees in order to escape 
this burdensome mandate. 

The Affordable Care Act defines 
‘‘full-time employees’’ as those work-
ing at least 30 hours a week. As a result 
of this odd definition, not every em-
ployer seeking to avoid paying pen-
alties is laying off workers. Instead, an 
increasing number of businesses have 
opted to simply cap workers’ hours. 
This is happening everywhere. For ex-
ample, a recent Reuters survey of 52 
Walmart stores found that half of the 
stores were only hiring temporary 
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workers—something the stores typi-
cally only do during the holiday shop-
ping season. According to a recent arti-
cle in the Washington Times, Walmart 
has overall increased the share of its 
temporary staff from between 1 and 2 
percent last year to 10 percent this 
year. Keep in mind that Walmart is our 
Nation’s largest employer. Although 
the company has denied that this 
change in policy is as a result of 
ObamaCare, it is hard to believe this is 
all just a coincidence. 

Small businesses are also being im-
pacted. For instance, there is the ex-
ample cited recently in the Wall Street 
Journal where Rod Carstensen, an 
owner of several Del Taco restaurants 
in the Denver area, was forced to shift 
the majority of his workforce from full 
time to part time as a result of 
ObamaCare. Mr. Carstensen previously 
had 180 full-time employees and only 40 
part-time workers. But providing bene-
fits for those workers would have im-
posed as much as $400,000 a year in ad-
ditional costs. As a result, he is now in 
the process of switching to 80 full-time 
and 320 part-time workers, none of 
whom will work more than 28 hours per 
week. 

As I said, this is happening every-
where. It is stupid. According to a sur-
vey conducted by the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce, 71 percent of small busi-
nesses say the President’s health law 
makes it harder to hire new employees. 
Among small businesses that would be 
impacted by ObamaCare’s employer 
mandate, 50 percent say they will ei-
ther have to cut the hours of workers 
currently employed full time or replace 
their full-time employees with part- 
timers in order to avoid this vicious 
mandate. 

But it is not just happening in the 
private sector. Public schools, States, 
and municipalities are also limiting 
employees to part-time work in order 
to avoid paying costly benefits. For ex-
ample, the second largest school dis-
trict in my home State of Utah re-
cently implemented a policy limiting 
part-timers to 29 hours a week. Accord-
ing to the Washington Post, this im-
pacted roughly 1,200 employees—most-
ly substitute teachers. That is 1,200 
employees in a single school district 
who will see their hours and their 
wages capped as a result of ObamaCare. 
Likewise, the State of Virginia re-
cently enacted a policy reducing the 
hours for as many as 10,000—10,000— 
part-time employees who until re-
cently worked more than 30 hours a 
week. Offering coverage to these work-
ers would have cost the State as much 
as $110 million a year. Understandably, 
rather than paying those crippling 
costs, Virginia was forced to reduce 
workers’ hours and therefore their pay 
thanks to the demands and the vicious-
ness of ObamaCare. 

As I stated, this is reaching epidemic 
levels. It makes you wonder what is in 
the brains of those who support 
ObamaCare. 

Nationwide, employers have added 
far more part-time employees in 2013— 

averaging 93,000 a month—than full- 
time workers, which have averaged 
22,000. Last year the reverse was true. 

It is not just businesses that are no-
ticing this epidemic. Labor unions— 
some of the largest supporters of the 
law when it was originally drafted— 
have also weighed in on the matter. As 
was widely reported earlier this month, 
the leaders of three prominent labor 
unions sent a letter to the Democratic 
leaders in both the House and the Sen-
ate expressing their concerns about 
some of the unintended consequences 
of the ‘‘Affordable Care Act.’’ One of 
their major concerns was that, in their 
own words: 

The law creates an incentive for employers 
to keep employees’ hours below 30 hours a 
week. Numerous employers have begun to 
cut workers’ hours to avoid this obligation, 
and many of them are doing so openly. The 
impact is two-fold: fewer hours means less 
pay while also losing our current health ben-
efits. 

According to these union leaders, 
ObamaCare threatens to ‘‘destroy the 
foundation of the 40-hour work week 
that is the back bone of the American 
middle class.’’ I could not agree more 
with that. 

President Obama is apparently start-
ing to feel some of this pressure. In-
deed, despite his recent efforts to paint 
a rosy picture of the impact of the 
health care law, I think President 
Obama knows full well that the ‘‘Af-
fordable Care Act’’ is not living up to 
its name. Why else would he decide to 
delay the implementation of the em-
ployer mandate, as he did earlier this 
month? Obviously, there are political 
considerations. The recently an-
nounced 1-year delay on the employer 
mandate conveniently puts the imple-
mentation of the mandate past the 2014 
midterm elections, so from that per-
spective I guess it makes perfect sense. 

Setting aside the politics, this delay 
also makes some sense in terms of pol-
icy. The epidemic of employers reduc-
ing workers’ hours is taking a huge toll 
on the American workforce. Indeed, the 
policies established under the health 
law are killing jobs, reducing wages, 
and stagnating growth. That being the 
case, the bigger question is, Why is the 
President only delaying the employer 
mandate for a single year? Does he 
really believe these problems will sim-
ply go away if businesses have 1 addi-
tional year to prepare or is he just 
thinking to get to the next election 
and getting his people through who 
have voted for this? 

Regardless of when this mandate 
goes into effect, it is going to send 
shock waves throughout the business 
community. It is going to eliminate 
jobs. It is going to weaken our recov-
ery—weak though it is today. That is 
why, despite the announcement of the 
1-year delay, employers throughout the 
country are refusing to reverse course 
when it comes to downsizing their 
workforces and limiting employees’ 
hours. Most news reports surrounding 
this issue are showing that this is pre-

cisely the case. That is likely the case 
for the State of Virginia. It is defi-
nitely the case for my home State of 
Utah and Utah’s Granite School Dis-
trict, just to mention one aspect of our 
problems in Utah. 

If the President is serious about get-
ting our economy back on track, he 
should work with Congress to ensure 
that this mandate never goes into ef-
fect. While we are at it, we should also 
permanently delay the individual man-
date. For the life of me, I cannot see 
why President Obama would extend his 
limited lifeline to the business commu-
nity and at the same time leave indi-
viduals and their families out in the 
cold. This is from a President who 
claims he is for the families and for the 
individuals and for the poor and for 
those who are middle class. They are 
being left out in the cold. 

If businesses are currently facing 
enough difficulties to necessitate de-
laying the employer mandate, 
shouldn’t we assume individuals are 
going to face similar difficulties com-
plying with the individual mandate? 
Isn’t it only fair that we extend the 
same benefits to individuals and fami-
lies that are being offered to businesses 
and employers? Why not get that be-
yond the next year’s election too? Not 
according to the Obama administra-
tion. As it stands today, American 
businesses will get a 1-year reprieve 
from the job-killing employer man-
date—American businesses. But the 
American people are still squarely in 
the sights of ObamaCare, as the indi-
vidual mandate for them remains in 
place. This is the height of unfairness. 
It needs to be rectified. 

The House of Representatives for its 
part has acted responsibly. Two weeks 
ago the House passed two pieces of leg-
islation—two pieces relating to 
ObamaCare. The first bill would simply 
codify President Obama’s 1-year delay 
of the employer mandate. The second 
would provide similar relief to individ-
uals and families struggling to comply 
with the individual mandate. Not sur-
prisingly, President Obama has threat-
ened to veto both bills—even the one 
that would simply put his own admin-
istration’s policy into statutory form. 

Still, that should not stop us in the 
Senate. If we are serious about helping 
the business community as well as in-
dividuals and families, we should work 
to delay permanently this catastrophic 
law. If President Obama wants to offi-
cially deny the American people the 
same type of relief he has given to the 
business community by not working 
with Congress, then so be it. The Sen-
ate needs to act responsibly. If the 
President is refusing to do the same, 
we ought to at least act responsibly. 

Make no mistake—I do not think a 1- 
year delay on the employer and indi-
vidual mandates is enough. We ought 
to get rid of them both. I am the au-
thor of two Senate bills that would re-
peal both of these egregious provisions 
of ObamaCare. In light of the Presi-
dent’s recent recognition that the em-
ployer mandate should be delayed, I 
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have publicly called for a permanent 
delay of the implementation of the en-
tire law. 

Given what we know about the prob-
lems associated with ObamaCare and, 
quite frankly, given what we do not 
know, the sensible approach is to delay 
it permanently and to work together 
on reform that will actually lower 
health care costs—not just promise to 
do it but actually do it. I believe we 
can fix these problems for everyone, for 
employers and for individuals alike, 
but only if the law is permanently de-
layed to give us a chance to do so. It 
would give us a chance to be bipartisan 
for a change around here and work to-
gether for the good of this country. 
That is what makes sense. That is what 
fairness dictates. If we are serious 
about avoiding what even some of my 
Democratic colleagues have called a 
train wreck, that is the least we can 
do. 

I am really concerned about our 
country. We have increased taxes $1 
trillion in ObamaCare. We have in-
creased taxes $600 billion in the fiscal 
cliff legislation. Last week the major-
ity leader and others—the President, 
Senator SCHUMER, and others—called 
for almost $1 trillion more in tax in-
creases. It would be one thing if all of 
that money would go to reduce spend-
ing or if all of that money would go to 
balance our budget. But no, they are 
going to spend every dime of it. Here 
we are, headed toward problems that 
we have plenty of illustrative informa-
tion on, problems like Greece has gone 
through and is going through and other 
countries as well that just are prof-
ligate when it comes to their economic 
wherewithal. 

I like the President personally, but 
for the life of me, as bright as he is, I 
do not see why he does not see all of 
this. 

I don’t see why my colleagues on the 
other side don’t see it—or should I say 
they ought to see it. They ought to 
know this is not what the American 
people want. They would like to have 
health care, there is no question, but 
this is going to diminish health care all 
over the country. We can see the high 
percentage of doctors who are giving 
up on Medicaid patients. They will not 
take them anymore. Only this week a 
high percentage of doctors are giving 
up on Medicare patients. They don’t 
wish to take them anymore. 

What is the administration’s answer 
to all of these spending programs? 
They are going to cut the providers. 
Already the providers—the doctors, the 
hospitals, and the health care pro-
viders—are complaining they can’t de-
liver the services that ObamaCare re-
quires at the low-level costs that 
ObamaCare gives. 

We have to come up with a better 
system. We have to work together. We 
can’t keep going down this pathway. 

I hope my friends on the other side 
will wake up and realize: Hey, this 
game is over. 

We have to find some way to solve 
these problems because they are just 

too large. They are going to wreck our 
country if we don’t. 

What is worse, they are going to hurt 
the health care of millions and mil-
lions of people who will not be able to 
afford it. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-

publican whip. 
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, sit-

ting here listening to the distinguished 
senior Senator from Utah Mr. HATCH, 
who in many ways I consider my men-
tor in the Senate, I couldn’t help but 
reflect on what we were all doing on 
Christmas Eve at 7 o’clock in the 
morning of 2009. 

We were on the floor of the Senate 
casting a historic vote on the Presi-
dent’s Affordable Care Act, or 
ObamaCare. Sadly, that piece of legis-
lation became a partisan exercise in 
power. All the Democrats voted for it 
and all the Republicans voted against 
it. It was an inauspicious way to start 
such an important part of reform of 
our health care system. 

The President pretty well got what 
he wanted. The 2,700-page piece of leg-
islation was made into law with $1 tril-
lion-plus tax increases, with promises 
that if you like what you have, you can 
keep it, and he promised that even 
families of four could see a reduction 
in their health care costs of roughly 
$2,500 a year. 

Whether you were against 
ObamaCare from the beginning, as I 
was, because you never believed it 
would actually work, or you were for it 
and you actually believed that it would 
perform as advertised and as promised, 
I think everyone has to now acknowl-
edge it has not turned out the way that 
even some of its most ardent sup-
porters had hoped it would. 

The first indication, perhaps, was 
when the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services began to issue waiv-
ers, in excess of 1,000 waivers, from 
having to comply with the law itself. 
There were many questions about the 
basis upon which these waivers were 
issued. Were they given to friends of 
the administration and denied to ad-
versaries of the administration? 

This is what happens when you pass a 
sweeping piece of legislation such as 
this and then cherry-pick who it ap-
plies to and who it does not apply to. 
This started with the granting of waiv-
ers. 

We found that most recently even the 
President of the United States has de-
termined the employer mandate—the 
mandate on employers with more than 
50 employees, that they provide this 
government-designed insurance policy 
or else they get fined—that even the 
President has acknowledged by his ac-
tion that delaying the implementation 
of the employer mandate for a year is 
having a devastating effect on unem-
ployment in America. The reason we 
know this is because many employers 
are simply shedding jobs so they can 
get beneath the 50-person threshold for 
the employer mandate or they are tak-

ing full-time jobs and making them 
into part-time jobs. This is causing a 
lot of people who wish to work and 
want to provide for their families—it is 
creating an inability for them to do so 
according to their needs. 

We know the individual mandate— 
the House of Representatives has 
passed a piece of legislation that says: 
If you are going to delay the employer 
mandate for businesses, shouldn’t you 
show the same consideration for indi-
vidual Americans who, unless they buy 
this government-approved insurance, 
will have to pay a penalty? The Presi-
dent hasn’t accepted that delay in the 
implementation of the law. 

There is another important piece of 
legislation that I filed in the Senate 
that the House is also considering this 
week; that is, given the scandals asso-
ciated with the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, the fact that clearly the IRS has 
more on its plate than it is capable of 
adequately performing, we ought to get 
the Internal Revenue Service out of the 
implementation of ObamaCare. 

With everything else it has to do, es-
pecially given the scandals that are 
currently under investigation in both 
Houses of Congress, we ought to be de-
laying the implementation of that in-
dividual mandate. We ought to be de-
laying the implementation of the em-
ployer mandate. We ought to be cut-
ting the IRS out of the implementation 
process for ObamaCare. 

I confess, I voted against ObamaCare 
from the very beginning. I voted to re-
peal it every chance we could possibly 
have, and I voted to cosponsor legisla-
tion that would defund it. 

I wish to echo some of the words of 
the distinguished senior Senator from 
Utah. At some point those of us who 
were against it from the very begin-
ning, who would like to repeal it and 
defund it, have to work together with 
our colleagues—who perhaps hoped 
that it would actually work as adver-
tised—realizing now that even orga-
nized labor is writing letters to us say-
ing: Please protect us from the provi-
sions of this law because it is hurting 
our jobs. It is making it impossible for 
to us keep the insurance we have. 

We need to work together to try to 
come up with a solution at some point. 
As the distinguished ranking member 
and the distinguished Finance Com-
mittee chairman said: The implemen-
tation of ObamaCare is clearly becom-
ing a train wreck. We don’t want to 
visit the pain of that train wreck and 
that failure on the American people 
but provide them a reasonable alter-
native which will provide people access 
to high-quality care at a lower cost. 
There are plenty of great ideas out 
there. 

THUD APPROPRIATIONS 
I wish to turn to the appropriations 

bill that is pending before us. Last 
week, in one of the President’s much 
publicized pivots, the President turned 
his attention back to the economy. Of 
course, most Americans don’t have the 
luxury of pivoting to or from this slug-
gish economy, which is growing at the 
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most sluggish rate in the history of the 
American economy since the last de-
pression, the Great Depression. The 
American people don’t have a luxury of 
pivots. They have to live with this 
sluggish economy and high unemploy-
ment day after day. 

We should welcome the President 
back to this conversation. He has 
talked a lot about middle-class fami-
lies, who, as we all would agree, are the 
backbone of our country and a source 
of immeasurable strength. That said, 
the President hasn’t been a member of 
the middle class for some time, and I 
think he, along with some of our col-
leagues, could use a refresher. 

American families set their budgets, 
and they have to stick with them. In 
lean times they trim their budgets, and 
in times of plenty they set money aside 
for the future should they need it. As-
tonishingly, this basic principle seems 
to have been lost on both the President 
and the author of this legislation. 

This bill, this underlying appropria-
tions bill, takes the first step toward 
violating the Budget Control Act, 
which President Obama himself signed 
into law in 2011. That law sets very 
clear limits on spending levels, which 
the Democratic majority, by bringing 
this bill to the floor, has chosen to ig-
nore. 

They ignored it when they wrote 
their budget earlier this year, and they 
are ignoring it today with this pro-
posed appropriations bill, which is 11 
percent above the Budget Control Act 
numbers and 4 percent above the Presi-
dent’s own proposed budget itself. That 
is $54 billion. That is how much this 
bill would appropriate in discretionary 
spending and is more than $5 billion 
above the current level of spending for 
this particular appropriations bill. 

As I said, it is more than the Presi-
dent himself has requested. It is more 
than $10 billion above the House bill 
which, unlike this bill, was written in 
accordance with the existing law. 

I understand, as a negotiating tactic, 
why our Democratic friends might 
think highballing the House bill is a 
good negotiating tactic, but it is a 
total charade. It violates the Budget 
Control Act, and the American people 
simply will not go along with it. 

The American people can’t under-
stand why Congress and the Federal 
Government are having such a difficult 
time doing with 2.4 percent less than 
we spent before the Budget Control Act 
went into place—2.4 percent. Yet here 
inside the beltway you will hear people 
talk about the so-called sequester and 
the Budget Control Act as if it were 
the end of the world. 

It is not. It is called living within 
your means, and that is what we tried 
to do when the law was passed and 
when President Obama signed it. I 
think it is also telling that the major-
ity leader, who basically controls the 
agenda on the Senate floor, chose to 
bring this particular bill to the floor 
before the August recess. We could 
have passed any one of a number of 

other appropriations bills to fund our 
veterans hospitals or to pay our Border 
Patrol agents. 

The House and Senate aren’t very far 
apart on the appropriations bills that 
would do that. Conceivably, we could 
have had them on the President’s desk 
by the end of this week. Instead, the 
majority leader would rather leave 
them in limbo while attempting to pass 
this bloated bill which has zero chance 
of becoming law. 

My hope is that as we proceed 
through this next round of fiscal de-
bate, our friends on the other side of 
the aisle would demonstrate a willing-
ness to operate within the law and the 
Budget Control Act. Unfortunately, 
they are not off to a very good start 
with this particular appropriations 
bill. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak as if in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MANCHIN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, Jennifer 

Kerr was a single mom who wanted to 
improve her family’s future. In 2009, 
she signed up at Vatterott College. She 
thought that was the best way to im-
prove her skills and training and do a 
better job for her family. 

She went to the local campus. She 
told the admissions representative that 
she wanted to study to become a nurse. 
The admissions official told her that 
although the school did not offer a 
nursing degree, it did offer a medical 
assistant’s degree that would allow her 
to earn $15 to $17 an hour and put her 
on a fast track to becoming a nurse. 

After securing more than $27,000 in 
loans and being in the program for 
more than a year, Jennifer Kerr 
learned she wasn’t even enrolled in the 
medical assistant’s program—she was 
in the preliminary medical office as-
sistant’s program. If she wanted to 
continue and pursue the medical assist-
ant’s degree, she would need another 30 
weeks of study and another $10,000 to 
be paid in tuition. 

In a gutsy move, Jennifer Kerr sued 
Vatterott Education Centers for mis-
leading her, even though there was a 
clause in her contract with the school 
that said if she ever sued the school 
and lost, she would be responsible for 
Vatterott’s legal costs. 

A jury in Missouri decided the school 
did deceive Jennifer Kerr and ordered 
the company to pay back the $27,000 
she borrowed for tuition and fees. The 
jury then ordered the company to pay 
Kerr an additional $13 million in puni-
tive damages. The punitive amount the 

jury awarded far exceeded the max-
imum under Missouri law, but it 
showed the sympathy of the jury for 
situations like Jennifer Kerr’s. She 
borrowed tens of thousands of dollars 
to earn a certificate—not even a de-
gree—at a for-profit school that turned 
out to be virtually worthless. 

After she left Vatterott, she tried for 
6 months to find full-time employment. 
Earning her medical office assistant’s 
diploma not only put her in debt, but it 
couldn’t land her a job anywhere. 

Taking away the court victory, Jen-
nifer Kerr’s story is common to an in-
dustry—the for-profit school industry— 
that frequently uses unscrupulous tac-
tics to deceive people who are trying to 
get an education. 

Some trade schools provide quality 
training for reasonable prices. I ac-
knowledge that. But throughout the 
for-profit college industry, abuses are 
well documented. Admissions offices at 
for-profit schools are often a guise for 
aggressive sales operations targeting 
students from low-income families. 
They end up enrolling, with inflated 
expectations for their employment and 
salary prospects upon graduating from 
for-profit colleges. 

Because 96 percent of the students 
who enroll in for-profit colleges take 
Federal student loans, nearly all the 
students who leave these for-profit 
schools have student debt even when 
they don’t have a degree or a diploma 
that can lead to a job. Most for-profit 
colleges charge significantly more in 
tuition and expenses than similar pro-
grams at community colleges or even 
State universities. 

In 2008 and 2009, more than 1 million 
students started at schools owned by 
for-profit companies that were exam-
ined in an investigation by Senator 
TOM HARKIN in the Senate HELP Com-
mittee. By mid-2010, 54 percent of those 
students who started at these for-profit 
schools had left school, without a de-
gree or a certificate. Among associate 
degree students, 63 percent dropped out 
without a degree. 

Vatterott made national news itself 
in 2009 and early 2010 when three of the 
top employees of this for-profit school 
in the Midwest, including Kevin Earl 
Woods, the former director of the Kan-
sas City campus, pleaded guilty to a 
conspiracy to fraudulently obtain Fed-
eral student grants and loans for stu-
dents who were ineligible for these 
loans. 

The Senate HELP Committee looked 
at Vatterott in the course of Chairman 
HARKIN’s investigation of the for-profit 
industry. What they found was discour-
aging. In 2009, 88 percent of the revenue 
going to this for-profit school was Fed-
eral money. Of the money it took in, 
Vatterott spent 12.5 percent on adver-
tising and marketing and took out 19 
percent of this Federal money in profit. 

Here is another way to look at it: 
Vatterott, a for-profit school, spent 
$2,400 per student on instruction in 
2009, but it spent $1,343 on marketing, 
and $2,000 it took out in profit for each 
student. 
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In contrast, public and nonprofit 

schools generally spend a higher 
amount per student on actual instruc-
tion. By comparison, St. Louis Commu-
nity College spent $5,000 per student on 
instruction; Vatterott, $2,400. 

Jennifer attended the Vatterott cam-
pus in Independence, MO, which is now 
closed, but the company continues to 
operate a Kansas City campus. The de-
fault rate on loan repayment for stu-
dents who attended Vatterott in Kan-
sas City is 25 percent. One out of four 
students who went to this for-profit 
school defaults on their student loans. 
The national average is 15 percent. 

Jennifer Kerr fought back and won, 
but the for-profit college industry 
won’t be cleaned up in the courtroom. 
Not every student with a bad experi-
ence has a strong legal case. Most are 
victims of a system that allows unscru-
pulous schools to collect Federal loan 
and grant money from students regard-
less of outcomes, heaping debt on these 
students. Many of those students will 
carry that debt for a lifetime. 

When the programs and the schools 
don’t deliver and jobs don’t mate-
rialize, the student gets the debt, the 
Federal Government bears the risk, 
and the school takes the money and 
runs. The for-profit sector took in $31 
billion in U.S. Department of Edu-
cation money in 2011. About one-fourth 
of all the Federal aid went to these for- 
profit schools, even though they only 
enroll 12 percent of all the students 
coming out of high school. 

I might add one other statistic. The 
for-profit schools account for 47 per-
cent of all the student loan defaults in 
America—12 percent of the students, 25 
percent of the Federal aid to education, 
47 percent of the student loan defaults. 

Federal U.S. Department of Edu-
cation regulations state that schools 
that engage in substantial misrepre-
sentation about a program, its fees, or 
its job placements can be denied Fed-
eral money, and yet Vatterott is not 
the first or the only school to substan-
tially mislead these students. 

Abuses in the for-profit college indus-
try will continue until Congress steps 
up and does something. It is about time 
for us to establish some standards of 
accreditation that apply to all schools 
across the board. How can you expect a 
student or a student’s family to know 
whether this school that is advertising 
on the Internet or in the buses or on 
the billboards is a real school or a 
phony operation to lure kids into debt, 
have them drop out or end up with a 
worthless diploma? 

I have worked with my colleagues 
who feel as I do on this issue. Senators 
TOM HARKIN and JACK REED, among 
others, will continue to tell these sto-
ries here on the floor of the Senate in 
the hopes that when the Senate has its 
higher ed reauthorization bill we will 
finally tackle this for-profit school in-
dustry. 

Last Congress, Senator TOM HARKIN 
joined me in introducing a bill that 
would include military education bene-

fits in the calculation that limits how 
much of a school’s revenue is derived 
from Federal funding. Today I an-
nounced the VA and Defense appropria-
tions bill for the next fiscal year. It 
was reported out of my subcommittee 
of the Senate Appropriations Com-
mittee. We called in the representa-
tives of the major services and asked 
them what is going on with the train-
ing of our active servicemembers and 
their families. What they told us is 
more than half of those active service-
members and their families are going 
to these same for-profit schools. Some 
are good. Most are awful. 

These military men and women and 
their families are not only wasting 
their time, they are wasting a once-in- 
a-lifetime opportunity we give them 
for the proper training and education 
to prepare them to be even better in 
the military or to have success in civil-
ian life. Because they are lured into 
these for-profit schools, they end up 
wasting their time, wasting their 
money, many of them deeply in debt. 

Senator HAGAN of North Carolina has 
proposed banning schools for using 
Federal education dollars for mar-
keting. She is right. Many for-profit 
schools literally take the Federal 
money to bombard students with mes-
sages that entice them to enroll, bring-
ing the schools more Federal money. 

I also want to take a look at the sys-
tem of accreditation. Our current sys-
tem provides a seal of approval for too 
many schools, many of them for-profit 
colleges, that is little more than a li-
cense to rake in the Federal dollars as 
opposed to truly educating and train-
ing students. I hope Jennifer Kerr’s 
court victory can serve as a wake-up 
call to Congress so we can work to-
gether to correct the worst abuses of 
this system. On behalf of the tax-
payers, we need to be better stewards 
of Federal education money. On behalf 
of the students, we have to improve a 
system that may or may not prepare 
them for a career and may or may not 
lead to a degree, but almost in every 
case leads to debt. 

DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS 
Mr. President, last week USA Today 

published an article that highlights the 
stories of people and families hurt by 
taking a dietary supplement con-
taining the chemical DNP. It is a haz-
ardous pesticide that was used as a 
weight-loss drug before 1938. Then the 
FDA declared it to be toxic for hu-
mans—in 1938, 75 years ago. 

The article in USA Today featured 
Matt Cahill, a dietary supplement 
manufacturer with a high school edu-
cation and no chemistry training, who 
illegally added this toxic pesticide, 
DNP, to exercise and weight-loss sup-
plements. Some people who used his 
product suffered liver failure; some 
died. Cahill was arrested, criminally 
prosecuted, and served time in prison, 
but he is back selling dietary supple-
ments that raise more health concerns. 

The article in USA Today raises seri-
ous questions about whether we can do 

better to protect the American public. 
Dietary supplements have become a 
common health aid in medicine cabi-
nets. More than half of Americans use 
dietary supplements, and you may be 
one of them. Most supplement makers 
are ethical and responsible. I take a 
multivitamin every day and believe it 
is safe. But most people assume that 
supplements on the shelves in stores 
have been tested by the Federal Gov-
ernment. How could they get on the 
shelf without a test? Most people 
think, like drugs that are prescribed, 
these supplements are tested for safety 
and effectiveness. That is not true. 

Unlike more traditional supplements 
such as calcium and vitamin C, there 
are now many new and complex supple-
ments on the market promising to help 
people lose weight, find energy, bulk 
up, prevent disease—you name it. Con-
sumers need to be careful. If a product 
is promising something too good to be 
true, they need to make sure the prod-
uct and its ingredients are safe. We 
need to know the information on the 
label is not misleading. The FDA, the 
Federal Drug Administration, needs to 
know more about these products. 

This week Senator RICHARD 
BLUMENTHAL of Connecticut and I are 
reintroducing the Dietary Supplement 
Labeling Act. Listen to what this bill 
would require. This bill would require 
more information on labels of dietary 
supplements and it would help ensure 
that the FDA has the information it 
needs if it turns out any of these prod-
ucts are dangerous. 

Many people would be surprised to 
learn that the FDA does not know— 
does not even know—how many dietary 
supplements are being sold in this 
country. The USA Today article clear-
ly states that when this Cahill char-
acter first sold his harmful dietary sup-
plement tainted with DNP, he sold it 
on line. The FDA had no idea it was 
even on the market. 

How does FDA learn when a product 
is on the market? People get sick and 
they die. 

Another example is kava, a root 
whose extract people take to alleviate 
anxiety. But now that we know that 
kava is associated with severe liver 
damage and death, it would be useful 
for the FDA to have information read-
ily available about the products on the 
market in America today containing 
kava. Our bill would require dietary 
supplement makers to give the FDA 
the name of each supplement they 
produce, along with a description of 
the product, a list of ingredients, and a 
copy of the label. Is that too much to 
ask? If you are going to sell this die-
tary supplement in stores across Amer-
ica, shouldn’t the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration at least have a copy of 
the label and ingredients? With this in-
formation, the FDA would know what 
products are on the market, what in-
gredients are in them, and be able to 
work with supplement manufacturers 
to address any problems. 

This is a commonsense provision. It 
is supported by the Consumers Union 
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and already practiced by many respon-
sible supplement makers. Let’s ask all 
the companies to provide FDA this 
basic information. 

In addition to asking manufacturers 
to tell the FDA when a product goes on 
the market, this bill would require 
more information on the label of these 
products. Some ingredients may be safe 
for the general population but not for 
kids or pregnant women or perhaps 
those who have a compromised health 
condition. 

St. John’s wort is used safely by 
many people, but it can cause serious 
side effects in people who have ADHD 
or people who are bipolar, or people 
who are undergoing surgery. Informa-
tion like that should be clearly listed 
on the label. This bill would help to en-
sure the information necessary to 
make an informed decision by con-
sumers. 

We have all seen claims in supple-
ment stores. I was in Olney train sta-
tion Saturday night with my wife and 
went into one of these dietary supple-
ment stores and the shelves were 
packed with all of these products 
claiming all of these things. Some of 
them promised they will boost your 
immunity, enhance your athletic per-
formance or make you a better hus-
band. This bill would give the FDA the 
authority to require the manufacturer 
to provide upon request the evidence to 
support claims such as ‘‘promotes 
weight loss.’’ 

Consumers should be skeptical of any 
product making big claims and they 
should take the time to learn if the 
product is safe and effective. But we 
need to give the FDA the authority to 
request evidence to support any claims 
made on these labels. 

The bill would also help curb the 
growing practice of foods and beverages 
with potentially unsafe ingredients 
masquerading as dietary supplements 
by directing the FDA to establish a 
definition for ‘‘conventional foods.’’ 

I will challenge you, whether it is 
West Virginia or Illinois or Wash-
ington, DC, or your home State, go to 
the cash register at a gas station. What 
is the first thing you see next to the 
cash register? Energy supplements, 
those little red bottles. They are every-
where. Products such as energy drinks, 
the huge one in 24- and 32-ounce cans, 
and baked goods, such as Mellow Mun-
chies brownies, that contain unap-
proved food additive melatonin are 
marketed as dietary supplements that 
are safe ways to get a boost of energy 
or to relax. In reality, they are foods 
and beverages taking advantage of the 
more relaxed regulatory standard for 
dietary supplements. 

Here is a quiz. Did you know the Fed-
eral Drug Administration regulates a 
food product known as cola? You pick 
it, Pepsi, Coca-Cola, you name it. Did 
you know the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, in regulating that product, 
regulates how much caffeine they can 
put in each bottle? They do. But when 
it comes to the monster energy drinks. 

And you ask what are the limitations 
on caffeine in monster energy drinks? 
None, nada. 

A sad case here, recently, in Virginia, 
a girl, 15 or 16 years old, two 24-ounce 
high-powered energy drinks in a 24- 
hour period of time, and she died. She 
died from two energy drinks. Way too 
much caffeine for a person her age and 
her size. 

I am working with Senator 
BLUMENTHAL to try to get the FDA to 
establish some standards here. These 
are not benign products. They are cer-
tainly not benign products for young 
people. If they are consumed in quan-
tity, they are dangerous. People get 
sick and people die. I have had press 
conferences in Chicago with emergency 
room physicians. You would be shocked 
to know how many people show up hav-
ing taken these energy drinks, con-
sumed too much caffeine, and are wor-
ried they are about to die. That is a re-
ality. It is time for us to establish 
some standards to protect consumers 
and families. 

Most dietary supplements available 
today are safe and are used by millions 
of Americans as part of a healthy life-
style. As I said, and will repeatedly, I 
take my fish oil, I take my multi-
vitamin. I do not believe I should have 
to get a prescription to buy them. But 
we also need to recognize how the regu-
lation of supplements can be improved 
to protect the public in America. In the 
USA article, a representative from the 
U.S. Antidoping Agency, a nonprofit 
designated by Congress to oversee test-
ing of those who participate in the 
Olympics, said that companies like 
Matt Cahill’s ‘‘. . . are not fringe play-
ers. These are mainstream dietary sup-
plement companies and products that 
are in your mainstream health and nu-
trition stores. . . . It’s not there are a 
few bad actors. There are a lot of bad 
actors.’’ 

Ensuring the health of consumers 
from these bad actors will take co-
operation from the responsible people 
in the dietary supplement industry, the 
Federal Drug Administration, and Con-
gress in both political parties. 

Senator BLUMENTHAL and I have put 
in a bill which includes commonsense 
steps to make sure risks for supple-
ments are on the label, products are 
registered with the FDA, and manufac-
turers can be forced to back up their 
big claims. I look forward to working 
with my colleagues to enact that legis-
lation. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence much a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

I also ask unanimous consent to 
speak as if in morning business and to 
be permitted to engage in a colloquy 
with my Republican colleagues. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, reserv-

ing the right to object, and I don’t in-
tend to object, I would like to modify 
his unanimous consent request and ask 
that I be permitted to speak for 15 min-
utes after his colloquy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I rise in sup-
port of parents, families, students, em-
ployees, taxpayers, and other hard- 
working Americans, who, as of January 
1, 2014, will find themselves unfairly 
impacted by ObamaCare. ObamaCare is 
an ill-conceived, poorly crafted, and 
economically damaging piece of legis-
lation. 

We have known for some time now 
that ObamaCare would create a set of 
circumstances that would make health 
care unaffordable. It is unaffordable 
from several standpoints: No. 1, for the 
country and for the U.S. Government. 
The Congressional Budget Office, a 
nonpartisan entity, recently reported 
that this law is likely to cost the U.S. 
Government about $1.8 trillion over the 
next 10 years. That is significantly 
more—some would say roughly dou-
ble—than the initial estimates given to 
Congress when this law was passed. 

This is an enormous amount of 
money. It is an especially enormous 
amount of money for a government 
that is now $17 trillion in debt and is 
adding to that debt at a rate of about 
$1 trillion every single year. It is not as 
though we have an overabundance of 
money within the Federal Government. 
It is not as though we can afford to 
take on newer, more expensive pro-
grams, such as this one, especially 
when they run pricetags that are sub-
stantially above and beyond what was 
presented to us. 

It is also proving to be unaffordable 
for American families. There are a 
number of studies that have been con-
ducted in recent months which tell us 
that premiums are going to become 
more expensive. The name of the law, 
of course, was the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act. This implies, 
of course, this would protect patients 
and make health care more affordable, 
not less. What we found is that this is 
a misnomer. What we have found 
through the studies that have been re-
leased recently is that it is going to 
make health care less affordable for 
American families, not more afford-
able. 

The interesting thing about these 
studies is that they are all over the 
map. We don’t know exactly how much 
health care is going to cost us. We 
don’t know exactly how much less af-
fordable health care will become under 
the Affordable Care Act because there 
are so many uncertainties created by 
this law. The 2,700-page bill that be-
came ObamaCare has been modified 
and will continue to be modified by 
countless pages—tens of thousands of 
pages of regulations. 
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This act has also been modified in 

significant ways on a couple of occa-
sions, which we will get to in a minute. 
All of these modifications have created 
additional uncertainty that is a source 
of a lot of concern to a lot of Ameri-
cans. What we do know is that it is 
likely to result in premium increases. 

One study concluded that even on the 
low end, the increased premiums fami-
lies would be paying in a small group 
premium context would go up between 
13 and 23 percent, on average. Other 
studies—including one that was con-
ducted in the State of Indiana—sug-
gested that premiums would go up in 
that State by 72 percent for those with 
individual plans. I am told Maryland’s 
biggest health insurance provider has 
proposed raising premiums for indi-
vidual policies by an average of 25 per-
cent next year. 

In many instances, these numbers 
are even worse for young people. There 
are also numbers which suggest that 
there is a lot of uncertainty, and we 
truly don’t know. It is almost impos-
sible to know. An analysis of more 
than 30 studies has shown that pre-
miums are likely to increase between 
145 and 189 percent for young people 
seeking health insurance. In Utah, my 
State, there is a study suggesting that 
for young people seeking health insur-
ance, their premiums are likely to in-
crease between 56 and 90 percent with 
respect to individual policies. 

This law is also bad for America’s 
workers. Businesses are cutting hours, 
moving workers to part-time, and in 
many cases they are not hiring at all. 

According to a recent U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce survey, 74 percent of busi-
nesses will fire employees or cut hours; 
61 percent will not hire next year. 

Daniel Kessler, who is a professor of 
law and business at Stanford Univer-
sity, has predicted that 30 to 40 million 
Americans will be directly harmed by 
ObamaCare through higher premiums, 
stiff penalties, cutbacks in hours, and 
job losses. 

We have known for some time—as a 
result of these studies—that 
ObamaCare was going to make health 
care unaffordable. We now know it is 
also going to be fundamentally unfair. 
The President recently admitted the 
law is not ready for prime time. He ad-
mitted he is not ready to implement 
the law as it has been written. Because 
ObamaCare was so poorly crafted, he 
simply is not going to enforce it the 
way it was crafted. He is going to selec-
tively enforce its provisions. 

Most important, the President of the 
United States has said that while he is 
going to require hard-working Ameri-
cans, individuals, to comply with the 
law’s individual mandate. According to 
one recent study, only 12 percent of the 
American people actually support that 
provision today. However, he is going 
to implement and enforce that provi-
sion, but at least for the first year of 
the law’s full effect next year, he will 
not be implementing or enforcing the 
employer mandate. So hard-working 

Americans have to comply but big 
business does not have to comply. 

This is significant because the law 
doesn’t give the President of the 
United States the power to rewrite the 
law. The law sets forth a specific set of 
timelines, a specific set of deadlines 
that cause the law’s various provisions 
to kick in. This did not give the Presi-
dent the authority or the discretion to 
decide which among the law’s several 
provisions could be favored or 
disfavored by the President of the 
United States. 

So we have hard-working Americans, 
individuals, and families on the hook, 
and we have big business being thrown 
a big bone. This is not fair. This is not 
something that is consistent with the 
rule of law. This is not something the 
American people ought to tolerate. 

The Affordable Care Act, as it is 
called, will shatter not only our hard- 
earned health benefits, but in many in-
stances it will destroy the foundation 
of the 40-hour workweek that has be-
come the backbone of the American 
middle class. It will do all of this in a 
way that will contribute to or be part 
of a system of selective unfair enforce-
ment. 

The American people deserve better. 
The American people demand better. 
The American people deserve not to 
have this law implemented and en-
forced if, as the President of the United 
States has told us, it is not ready for 
prime time. Then it is not ready to be 
implemented. 

I ask of my friend and colleague, the 
distinguished junior Senator from 
Florida, how he feels about this and 
how the people in the State of Florida 
feel about the selective implementa-
tion and enforcement of a law that 
Americans already knew would be 
unaffordable and a law they know will 
also be unfair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Utah for organizing 
this effort. 

Let me answer that question by com-
ing up with a couple of things we can 
find consensus on. First of all, I think 
all of us agree the American middle 
class is one of the things that make us 
exceptional. All the countries in the 
world have rich people. Unfortunately, 
every country in the world has people 
who are struggling. But what has made 
America unique and different from all 
of these other countries is that we have 
a vibrant middle class. We have people 
who work hard, make enough money to 
own a home, take their kids on vaca-
tions, save for college expenses, and 
kind of fulfill many of their dreams. 

I grew up in that environment. I tell 
people all the time I didn’t have every-
thing I wanted, but we always had ev-
erything we needed. Through hard 
work and sacrifice my parents became 
part of that great American middle 
class—working-class Americans who 
had the opportunity to give us the life 
they never had. 

I think we can all agree the middle 
class is very important for America be-
cause it is one of the things that makes 
us exceptional, unique, and sets us 
apart from the rest of the world. Quite 
frankly, one of the reasons why people 
want to live here and love being in 
America is because it creates those op-
portunities. 

What strengthens the middle class? 
We are having a debate about that in 
this country. Is it a bunch of govern-
ment spending? Is it a bunch of govern-
ment programs? Is it the Senators? Is 
it the President of the United States? 
The answer is no. What rationally 
makes the middle class possible and vi-
brant is jobs that pay middle-class sal-
aries. What makes it possible is that 
we have jobs that pay that kind of 
money so people can join the middle 
class and give their kids a better life. 

Where do those jobs come from? Do 
they come from the government? Do 
they come from the White House? Do 
they come from the Senate or from our 
laws? They don’t. They come from a vi-
brant private economy that is creating 
those jobs. How those jobs are created 
is not that complicated. People have to 
start new businesses or grow a business 
that already exists. Those are the two 
primary ways in which middle-class 
jobs—in fact, most jobs—are created 
outside of government. That is the 
only place where we will find the kind 
of growth we need for a vibrant middle 
class. We should analyze every issue 
before this body through the lens of the 
middle class and through the lens of 
whether it makes it easier or harder 
for someone to start a business or grow 
an existing one. 

Let’s examine what the Senator from 
Utah just asked about ObamaCare in 
the context of what I just explained. 
The answer is that it is clear 
ObamaCare makes it harder for people 
to start a business or grow an existing 
business for a number of reasons the 
Senator has pointed out. No. 1, it has 
an incentive for businesses not to grow. 
It tells a business owner that if they 
have more than 50 full-time employees, 
they will have to meet a set of rules 
which will make it very expensive for 
them to start a business or grow an ex-
isting business. 

The other thing it creates is a tre-
mendous amount of uncertainty. It 
goes back to the point the Senator 
from Utah raised. These laws are being 
canceled on a whim. The President is 
deciding to enforce one part of it but 
not another part of it. That creates 
confusion. 

Imagine if a person has a business 
and some money set aside to grow, that 
business owner doesn’t know how much 
it is going to cost to grow. You know 
what they do? They don’t grow the 
business. As a result, those jobs are not 
created. 

How about the cost of that insurance, 
which is an issue the Senator from 
Utah talked about a moment ago. Yes-
terday in Florida the commissioner of 
insurance said that in the individual 
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marketplace in Florida next year—be-
cause of ObamaCare—rates are going 
up 30 to 40 percent. Ask yourself: Does 
that make it easier to start a new busi-
ness or does it make it harder? Does it 
make it easier to grow an existing 
business or does it make it harder? 

Think about the impact all of this 
uncertainty is going to have on middle- 
class workers. Add to that the fol-
lowing: Right now there is an incentive 
to have part-time workers. That is why 
we are reading everyday in the news-
papers that company X is moving peo-
ple from full-time to part-time. Compa-
nies are moving employees to less than 
30 hours so they can avoid the pen-
alties in this bill. 

How about insurance? Let’s say a 
person works somewhere that has in-
surance and they are happy with it. 
This law might require the employer to 
put that person on a new insurance or 
move that person to a government ex-
change, which means that doctor that 
worker has been dealing with for 10 
years who knows their case history 
might not be their doctor next year be-
cause of ObamaCare. The result is we 
have a holding pattern. 

Businesses in America, the people 
who create the middle-class jobs, are in 
a holding pattern and waiting to see 
which direction this goes, but they are 
all headed in a poor direction because 
of this. 

So when the Senator from Utah 
talked about this and asked the ques-
tion: What impact is the Senator hear-
ing, that is what I am hearing. I am 
hearing that this law makes it harder 
for people to create jobs. This bill is 
going to make it harder on the middle- 
class jobs. It is going to make it harder 
for middle-class jobs to be created be-
cause it makes it harder to start a 
business and makes it harder to grow 
an existing business. 

I imagine the Senator from Utah has 
heard similar concerns in his own 
State. The Senator from Texas has 
joined us, and he is from a State even 
larger than mine. I am sure he will 
share his input on what he is hearing 
from his home State and from people 
across the country. 

I say to my colleague that is what I 
have been hearing from my constitu-
ents everywhere I have been going in 
Florida for the last 6 months. 

Mr. INHOFE. Will the Senator yield 
for a unanimous consent request? I un-
derstand the Senator has the floor 
until 4:30 p.m. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that I be recognized at 4:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, I understand the 
leader is going to make a request. 

I wonder if the Senator would with-
hold his request for a couple of min-
utes. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I with-
draw my request. I am willing to use 
time perhaps tomorrow. 

I thank the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I see we 
have been joined by my friend and col-
league, the Senator from Texas. I wish 
to ask him if his observations from his 
interactions with his constituents in 
Texas have been similar to those that 
have been shared today by the junior 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I wish to 
thank the Senator from Utah for his 
leadership on this issue. 

I am proud to stand with Senator 
LEE, Senator RUBIO, and with so many 
others. I can tell my colleagues that in 
the State of Texas, Texans overwhelm-
ingly understand that ObamaCare isn’t 
working, that this legislation is failing 
and it is hurting the American people. 

When we look at jobs, there is no leg-
islation currently in effect that is dam-
aging the economy more or damaging 
jobs more than ObamaCare. In direct 
response to the law, 41 percent of small 
business owners have held off plans to 
hire new employees. Thirty-eight per-
cent said they pulled back on plans to 
grow their businesses. The U.S. Cham-
ber of Commerce reports that 71 per-
cent of small businesses say 
ObamaCare makes it harder to hire 
workers. 

Beyond that, one of the most per-
nicious aspects of this law is that it is 
forcing more and more employees to be 
moved to part-time employment, to be 
moved to working 29 hours a week or 
less to get out of the ObamaCare 30- 
hour threshold. 

In 2013, employers have added more 
part-time employees, averaging 93,000 a 
month, seasonally adjusted, than full- 
time workers. And it is important to 
understand who it is that is moved to 
part-time work, who it is that is hurt 
by ObamaCare. It is the most vulner-
able among us. It is not the CEOs. It is 
not the wealthy. It is young people, 
Hispanics, African Americans, single 
moms. According to the most recent 
census data, in 2011 the poverty rate 
for those who worked full-time was 
only 2.8 percent. The poverty rate for 
those working less than full-time year- 
round was 16.3 percent. 

I am reminded of earlier this year 
when we were debating the issue of 
ObamaCare and I read from a news-
paper article out of the State of Okla-
homa that quoted a single mom who is 
working in a fast food restaurant. She 
and all of her coworkers had their 
hours forcibly reduced to 29 hours a 
week or less. This single mom said: I 
have two little kids at home. I can’t 
feed my kids on 29 hours a week, and 
neither can the other single moms who 
are struggling to make ends meet. 

Beyond the impact on jobs, on the 
economy, and beyond those being 
forced into part-time work, we also 
have the compliance costs. According 
to Federal agency estimates, 
ObamaCare will add paperwork burdens 
totaling nearly 190 million hours or 
more every year. To put that in per-
spective, Mount Rushmore, which took 

14 years to build, could be constructed 
1,547 times with the paperwork 
ObamaCare requires in 1 year. 

Not only do we see jobs being hurt, 
the economy being hurt, workers being 
hurt, hours being reduced, paperwork 
going up, but we are seeing premiums 
going up—premiums going up far too 
high—and it is hitting those who are 
suffering the most. 

On Monday, Florida’s insurance com-
missioner told the Palm Beach Post 
that insurance rates will rise by 5 to 20 
percent in the small-group market and 
by 30 to 40 percent in the individual 
market. As those who are at home in 
Florida watching what is happening, as 
they are seeing their insurance rates 
go up—they are going up because of the 
impact of this failed law. 

The Ohio Department of Insurance 
announced that ObamaCare in Ohio 
will increase the individual market 
health premiums by 88 percent. If a 
person in Ohio right now is seeing their 
premiums go up, they can thank the 
men and women of the U.S. Congress. 

According to the Wyman Firm, look-
ing at young people, young people in 
particular are hurt by ObamaCare. The 
Wyman Firm estimates that 80 percent 
of Americans age 21 to 29 earning more 
than $16,000 will pay more out-of-pock-
et for coverage under ObamaCare than 
they pay today. If young people at 
home are watching this today and won-
dering how they are going to get a job, 
how they are going to climb the eco-
nomic ladder, how they are going to 
achieve the American dream, 
ObamaCare is driving up their health 
care premiums right now. 

We all know that at the time 
ObamaCare was being debated, the 
President promised the American peo-
ple: If you like your health care plan, 
you can keep it. The facts have conclu-
sively proven that wrong. According to 
a February 2013 report by the Congres-
sional Budget Office, 7 million people 
will lose their employer-sponsored in-
surance. McKinsey & Company, a very 
well-regarded consulting firm, found 
that 30 percent of employers will defi-
nitely or probably stop offering health 
insurance in the years after 2014. 

This bill isn’t working, and I would 
note there is growing bipartisan con-
sensus on that front. As the facts have 
come in, the American people have 
kept an open mind, have looked at this 
bill, and have seen that as it is being 
implemented, it is not working, it is 
hurting the economy, and it is hurting 
jobs. According to an ABC-Washington 
Post poll, in 2010, 74 percent of mod-
erate conservative Democrats—there 
are a significant number of Democrats 
who describe themselves as moderate 
or conservative—in 2010, 70 percent of 
them supported ObamaCare. Yet, in 
July, just 46 percent supported 
ObamaCare. 

Not only that, we have seen the lead 
Senate author of ObamaCare—a senior 
Democrat in this body—describe 
ObamaCare as headed toward a ‘‘huge 
train wreck.’’ We have seen unions— 
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which initially supported ObamaCare— 
over and over turning as they realize 
the consequences. In April the United 
Union of Roofers, Waterproofers and 
Allied Workers called for ‘‘repeal or 
complete reform of the Affordable Care 
Act to protect our employers, our in-
dustry, and our most important assets, 
our members and their families.’’ If we 
listen to the voices of unions, unions 
are saying ObamaCare is failing; it is 
not working. The International Broth-
erhood of Electrical Workers released a 
white paper in July explaining that 
ObamaCare ‘‘threatens to harm our 
members by dismantling multiem-
ployer health plans.’’ And then—really 
quite striking—James Hoffa, Jr., the 
president of the Teamsters Union, 
wrote a letter to HARRY REID and 
NANCY PELOSI stating that ObamaCare 
‘‘will destroy the very health and well- 
being of our members along with mil-
lions of other hard-working Ameri-
cans.’’ Why? Well, Mr. Hoffa explained 
that ObamaCare is destroying the 40- 
hour workweek that has been the back-
bone of the American middle class. 

If we trust the voices of unions, if we 
have a concern for the American mid-
dle class, then listen to the bipartisan 
voices that are rising up saying that 
ObamaCare isn’t working. 

Most strikingly, we have President 
Obama himself, who just a few weeks 
ago was forced to unilaterally and 
without legal authority delay imple-
mentation of ObamaCare for large cor-
porations, for companies with more 
than 50 employees—he unilaterally 
moved the employer mandate until 
after the next election. I would suggest 
there are at least two things we can de-
rive from President Obama’s decision 
to do that: 

No. 1, if ObamaCare were a good 
thing, if it were working, we can be 
sure President Obama would want it to 
go into full effect before the next elec-
tion. He would want to take credit 
with the American people for the bene-
fits of this signature bill. The fact that 
the President was forced to concede 
that the wheels are coming off and to 
move the employer mandate until after 
the next election I would suggest is 
highly revealing. 

No. 2, it raises the obvious followup 
question: Why is President Obama will-
ing to grant a waiver for giant corpora-
tions but not for hard-working Amer-
ican families, not for the men and 
women who are struggling to make 
ends meet, who are climbing the eco-
nomic ladder, who want, like their par-
ents and grandparents before them, to 
achieve the American dream? 
ObamaCare is standing in their way. 

So what are we to do about it? Well, 
the most important constitutional 
check and balance that Congress has 
on an overreaching Executive is the 
power of the purse. The Framers of the 
Constitution wisely gave authority 
over expenditures of money to the Con-
gress, and that is why the Senator from 
Utah, the Senator from Florida, and I, 
among many others, are standing to-

gether and saying: This isn’t working, 
and Congress should defund it. 

In 62 days the continuing resolution 
that funds the Federal Government 
will expire. Each of the three of us, 
along with a number of others, has 
publicly stated that under no cir-
cumstances will we support a con-
tinuing resolution that funds one 
penny of ObamaCare. If 41 Members of 
this body stand together and make 
that same statement or if 218 Members 
in the House of Representatives stand 
together and take that same position, 
we can do something different than we 
have seen this year. 

Over the past couple of years we have 
seen 39, 40, 41 votes to repeal 
ObamaCare, all of which have been ef-
fectively symbolic because none of 
them had a real chance of passage. 
With the continuing resolution, we 
have a chance to successfully defund 
ObamaCare. Right now we don’t have 
the votes in this institution. If the vote 
were held today, we would not hold 41 
Senators to defund ObamaCare. But we 
have 62 days until September 30, and 
every one of us takes very seriously 
our obligation to represent our con-
stituents. If in the next 62 days we see 
what I believe we are going to see, 
which is the American people rising up 
en masse—hundreds of thousands, mil-
lions of Americans standing up and 
saying: It isn’t working, it is hurting 
our jobs, it is hurting our economy, it 
is hurting our health care, it is making 
our lives worse, and we need to defund 
it—if enough Americans speak out and 
demand of their elected officials that 
we do the right thing, I am confident 
we will. I am confident that Repub-
licans will, and I am hopeful that Mem-
bers of the Democratic Party will as 
well, that every one of us will. 

I believe the American people should 
hold their elected officials accountable, 
and that most assuredly includes me. 
It includes all of us. We should be held 
accountable by our constituents. The 
American people know this bill isn’t 
working. There is bipartisan agreement 
on it. We have the potential in the next 
62 days to show real leadership—not to 
give a speech, not to give a meaning-
less, symbolic vote, but, if we stand to-
gether, to actually defund it. 

Let me make one final point. Those 
who disagree with the position that is 
being taken by Senator LEE and Sen-
ator RUBIO and me and say that taking 
this stand will mean Republicans will 
be blamed for a government shutdown, 
let me be clear on what I think should 
happen. I believe the House of Rep-
resentatives should pass a continuing 
resolution to fund the entirety of the 
Federal Government except for 
ObamaCare and should explicitly pro-
hibit further funding of ObamaCare and 
should adopt the legislation I have in-
troduced as a condition to the con-
tinuing resolution. 

Now, the next step. There will be par-
tisan critics who immediately charge 
Republicans with threatening to shut 
down the government. I would suggest 

that we then take the argument to the 
American people. The American people 
should decide. If there are Members of 
this body who are willing to shut down 
the Federal Government in order to 
force ObamaCare down the throats of 
the American people, in order to say 
President Obama will grant a waiver to 
giant corporations but not to hard- 
working American families, let’s take 
that argument to the American people 
because I think the American people 
want economic growth back. That 
should be our top priority. Nothing is 
killing jobs more. Nothing is hurting 
the American economy more than 
ObamaCare. There is bipartisan agree-
ment on that. 

I am hopeful that Members of this 
body will stand and lead. I thank the 
Senator from Utah for taking the lead 
on what I believe is the most impor-
tant battle this Congress will confront. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, those of us 
who share this position feel strongly 
that it is indisputably, constitu-
tionally the prerogative of the Con-
gress to exercise the power of the 
purse. This means we don’t have to 
vote to fund something with which we 
fundamentally disagree. 

Some have suggested that because 
this was passed by Congress 3 years 
ago, we somehow have an obligation to 
fund it. Well, I would remind my col-
leagues who might make that state-
ment that the Congress as it existed 
then is not the same Congress as it ex-
ists today. That was two Congresses 
ago. The Congress that enacted that 
law was fundamentally changed in part 
because it enacted that law. 

The law has not been popular. It has 
not been good to those who voted to 
enact it. Ever since the majority party 
in the House of Representatives 
changed hands after the 2010 election— 
due in large part to ObamaCare—there 
have been a lot of people who have sug-
gested that the Republicans in Con-
gress need to defund ObamaCare’s im-
plementation and enforcement. For a 
variety of reasons, that has not hap-
pened. 

We have continued to pass con-
tinuing resolutions with no restric-
tions on ObamaCare’s implementation 
and enforcement, at least as it relates 
to the ultimate implementation and 
enforcement of the exchanges, of the 
individual mandate, and so forth. Re-
publicans have had reasons for doing 
this. Some of those reasons have in-
cluded the statement to the effect that, 
well, the Supreme Court is going to 
knock it down. It will strike it down. It 
will invalidate ObamaCare because it is 
unconstitutional. Of course it is, and a 
majority of the Supreme Court con-
cluded that it was unconstitutional as 
written. But the Supreme Court, rather 
than invalidating it, instead rewrote 
the law not just once but twice in order 
to save it. Some Republicans have also 
justified continuing to vote for funding 
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bills that contain ObamaCare imple-
mentation funding because they be-
lieved a Republican would be elected 
President in 2012 and would stop 
ObamaCare. Well, that did not happen 
either. 

We have one last opportunity to 
defund the implementation of this law 
before these provisions I just men-
tioned kick in on January 1—one last 
opportunity—and that is in connection 
with our current spending bill, our cur-
rent continuing resolution that is set 
to expire on September 30—just 62 days 
from right now. 

So what we are saying is that if you 
agree with us, if you agree with the 
President that this law is not ready to 
be implemented as it was written, as it 
was enacted by Congress, if the Presi-
dent is not going to follow the law, 
then the American people should not 
have to fund it. If you do not like it, if 
you agree it is not ready, do not fund 
it. We can and we should and we must 
fund government but not ObamaCare. 

So I would ask the Senator from 
Florida if these are sentiments that are 
consistent with what he has been 
thinking, sentiments that are con-
sistent with what he has been hearing 
from his constituents in Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, in re-
sponse to the Senator from Utah, I 
would say I have because I think there 
is a pretty clear understanding growing 
every day, as evidenced by the Senator 
from Texas a moment ago, who went 
through all these groups out there, in-
cluding labor unions that have now 
turned on ObamaCare because of what 
it means to their members. So it is in-
creasingly established how much dam-
age this law is doing. 

The question I get, I say to the Sen-
ator from Utah, is, What can we do 
about it? There is almost this resigna-
tion by people that, well, what can we 
do about it? It is already in place. Is 
there anything we can do? 

So I think there are three things we 
should be able to do, and I will summa-
rize those fairly quickly. 

The first thing we should do is not 
continue to double and triple down on 
these things. 

I think both the Senator from Texas 
and the Senator from Utah grew up at 
the same time as I did, so they will re-
member something that a lot of the 
younger people here probably do not 
remember. There was a time when 
Coca-Cola came out with something 
called New Coke. It was a new Coca- 
Cola formula. After about 100-some 
years, they changed the formula of 
Coca-Cola and they came out with 
something called New Coke. It was a 
disaster. Everybody hated it. In fact, 
they hated it because—they said: If we 
want to drink something that has that 
kind of sweetener, there are other op-
tions on the market. We like old Coke. 

What did Coca-Cola do when New 
Coke began to flounder? They did not 
say: Well, we are just going to continue 

to make more of it. They backed away 
from it. They went back to the original 
formula. They learned from their mis-
take, and they did not double down. 
That is the way it is in the real world. 
That is the way it is in our lives, and 
that is the way it is in the private sec-
tor—but not government, not Wash-
ington. In Washington, if something is 
going wrong, here they double and tri-
ple down. It is like an invitation to 
move forward. We should not do that. 
That is the first thing I would say. 

The second thing I would say is that 
we have to stop this from moving for-
ward. The implications of this law are 
already being felt, but the regulations 
around this law—the mandates in this 
law, the fees and the costs and the new 
rate increases in this law, those things, 
you are only going to start to feel that 
right now. In the next few months you 
are going to really start to feel what 
this new law means to your life, to 
your business, to the place where you 
work. 

Now is the time to act. People ask 
me: What can we do about it? Let me 
tell you what is probably not going to 
work in the short term. You are prob-
ably not going to get President Obama 
to sign a bill that repeals ObamaCare, 
and you are not going to get the votes 
in the Senate to do that. So these re-
peal votes—I will vote for every single 
one of them, but the problem is that 
our chances of getting that accom-
plished are probably minimal so long 
as President Obama is the President of 
the United States. So truly our last op-
tion is to stop paying for this thing. 
Why would we continue to pour billions 
and hundreds of millions of taxpayer 
dollars into a disaster? Why would we 
double down with your hard-earned 
money on a program that is going to 
hurt you? 

We will have a chance to do that in 
September because in September, in 
order for the government to continue 
to function, we have to pass something 
called a short-term budget. I wish it 
were a permanent budget, but it is sup-
posed to be a short-term budget. All we 
are saying is, in that short-term budg-
et, fund the government, keep the 
lights on, pay the military, make sure 
Social Security checks go out. The 
only thing you should not do is you 
should not fund and pay for 
ObamaCare. 

The pushback we get from that from 
some people is, well, that is crazy be-
cause that means you are willing to 
shut down the government over 
ObamaCare. That is not the way I see 
it. The way I see it is that if we pass a 
budget that pays for everything except 
for ObamaCare and the President says 
he will veto that, it is he who wants to 
shut down the government, it is he who 
is basically saying: I will shut down 
the government unless it pays for 
ObamaCare. That is an unreasonable 
position. It is unreasonable because 
this law is so bad. His own allies are 
coming to him and saying: Please stop 
this from moving forward. Well, we are 

going to give you a chance, Mr. Presi-
dent, by refusing to fund it. 

Here is my last point: To my col-
leagues in the Republican Party—I 
know every single one of the Senate 
Members here in the Republican Party 
is against ObamaCare—this is our last 
chance, our last best chance to do 
something about this. When this thing 
starts to kick in and starts to take 
root, it is going to be very difficult to 
undo major portions of this despite the 
damage it is going to create. 

Now, I only speak for myself, al-
though I think I can speak for the 
other two Senators who have joined me 
here today in this effort. I want to be 
able to go back to Florida, no matter 
how this thing turns out, and say to 
the men and women who sent me here 
in 2010: I did everything I could to keep 
this from happening to you. 

When someone comes to me and says: 
I just got moved to part time because 
of ObamaCare, I want to be able to 
look them in the eye and say that I did 
everything I could. 

When someone says to me: I just lost 
the insurance I was happy with; I now 
have this new insurance plan I am not 
that familiar with, and my doctor, 
whom I have had for 30 years, is not on 
that plan, I want to be able to say to 
them that I did everything I could. 

When someone comes to me and says: 
I have a pretty successful business; I 
have set some money aside; I was going 
to open a new business or grow this 
one, but I am not because of 
ObamaCare, I want to be able to say 
that I did everything I could. 

If we pass a budget in September that 
funds ObamaCare, you did not do ev-
erything you could. You paid for this. 
You doubled down on it in ways that 
will have irreparable harm to our econ-
omy and to our country. 

This is our last best chance. 
To those who say they are against 

ObamaCare, I believe you. But let me 
tell you something. If we are not will-
ing to draw a line in the sand on this 
issue, then on what issue are we willing 
to draw a line in the sand? If we are not 
willing to go to the limit on this issue, 
then what issue is there? Is there an 
issue on which we are prepared to say: 
We will not move forward because of 
this? Is there an issue on which we are 
willing to do everything we can and lay 
it all on the line? Is there such an 
issue? And if it is not this one, which 
one is it? 

That is the choice before us. I truly 
believe you cannot go back home and 
say you did everything you could to 
stop ObamaCare if you vote for a budg-
et that funds it. 

I would ask the Senator from Texas 
if he too shares those thoughts and 
those feelings? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I do indeed 
share those thoughts and feelings and 
the obligation we owe to our constitu-
ents to honor our word and put action 
behind our words. 
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I would ask the Senator from Utah if 

he would yield for a series of three 
short questions? 

Mr. LEE. Surely. 
Mr. CRUZ. The first question is, 

There has been much talk of a shut-
down. Am I correct that we do not have 
to hypothesize what a shutdown would 
look like, that we, in fact, saw that in 
1995 with two temporary, partial shut-
downs that occurred when Republicans 
in the House stood up to President 
Clinton? 

When that occurred in 1995, we saw 
several things. No. 1, we saw that the 
parade of horribles that was brought 
out did not occur. Social Security 
checks continued to flow, the military 
continued to be funded, interest on the 
debt continued to be paid, planes did 
not fall out of the sky. 

Indeed, what occurs—if Democrats 
decide to block a continuing resolution 
and force a temporary shutdown in 
order to force ObamaCare on the Amer-
ican people—is a partial, temporary 
shutdown where nonessential govern-
ment services get suspended for a pe-
riod of time, not a shutdown of essen-
tial services, such as paying for the 
men and women who are fighting in the 
military and providing Social Security 
checks. We have seen that in the past; 
is that correct? 

Mr. LEE. That is correct. That is cor-
rect, and it is how it has happened in 
the past. This is not something we 
want. This is not something we have 
threatened. This is something we think 
can and should be avoided and we want 
to avoid. In the unfortunate, com-
pletely avoidable event that did hap-
pen, it would be largely as the Senator 
described it. 

Mr. CRUZ. A second question I would 
ask is this: This week we saw the rath-
er stunning news that the IRS employ-
ees union—the men and women at the 
IRS charged with enforcing ObamaCare 
are asking not to be made subject to 
ObamaCare. Indeed, the union leaders 
have said to their union members: 
Draft letters to send to Members of 
this body, saying that we, the IRS em-
ployees union, do not want to be sub-
ject to ObamaCare. 

Likewise, ObamaCare subjects Mem-
bers of this body and their staffs to 
ObamaCare. I am not aware of a single 
Senate office that is not deeply con-
cerned about that, that is not facing 
the prospect of staff quitting the con-
gressional offices because the arms of 
ObamaCare are so significant, and 
there have been many a panicked dis-
cussion among Democrats and Repub-
licans about what to do about sub-
jecting Members and their staff to 
ObamaCare. 

My second question of three short 
questions is, What does it say to the 
Senator that the IRS employees union 
is asking: Let us out from ObamaCare, 
and that Members and congressional 
staff are deeply concerned about the 
harms ObamaCare is going to do to 
them? 

Mr. LEE. Well, first of all, that tells 
me that those who are part of that 

union do not want to be subject to the 
same provisions of the same law they 
will be enforcing. 

What it also tells me in the bigger 
picture is that above all, this law cre-
ates uncertainty. That is why we see so 
much angst among people right here on 
Capitol Hill who are facing the very 
real prospect, the very real future in 
the next few months of going onto 
these exchanges because nobody knows 
what this is going to look like. Nobody 
has any idea. 

One thing Americans really do not 
like, in this world of a lot of unavoid-
able uncertainties, is more uncertain-
ties heaped upon them by dictate of the 
Federal Government. We have enough 
uncertainties in life. We do not know 
when somebody is going to get sick. We 
do not know when accidents are going 
to happen. So we should be able to 
avoid those things that government 
thrusts upon us. 

This is one of the many reasons why 
there is so much angst within the IRS 
and within the ranks of the Capitol 
Hill workforce. People do not want to 
go onto these exchanges because they 
have absolutely no idea what this is 
going to look like. 

Mr. CRUZ. My third brief question is, 
For those in this body who have cam-
paigned at home, who have told their 
constituents they are opposed to 
ObamaCare, on January 1 the ex-
changes go up and running, the sub-
sidies begin. And the history of the 
modern entitlement state is that any-
time a subsidy has been put in place, it 
has proven to be politically virtually 
impossible to undo. Indeed, no major 
entitlement that has been imple-
mented in modern times has ever been 
undone. 

For those who say they oppose 
ObamaCare, what is the alternative to 
defunding ObamaCare with a con-
tinuing resolution? Let me ask it a sep-
arate way. If we do not defund it, am I 
correct that come January 1, Repub-
licans will essentially be surrendering 
that in all likelihood ObamaCare will 
be a permanent feature of the econ-
omy, hurting the economy, hurting 
jobs, hurting low-income workers, 
hurting our health care system? And if 
that is correct, has any reasonable al-
ternative been proffered by anyone on 
this side of the Senate to stop that 
harm other than what you and Senator 
RUBIO and I and others are trying to 
do? 

Mr. LEE. Based on historical prece-
dent, we have every reason to believe 
that once this new entitlement pro-
gram kicks in, it is not going away. It 
is a one-way ratchet. You have death, 
taxes, and entitlements. Once created, 
they do not go away. 

To answer the second part of that 
question, I am not aware of any plan 
among any Republicans—aside from 
this one; aside from the plan that says: 
Do not fund ObamaCare, fund govern-
ment but not ObamaCare—that would 
address this issue. I am not aware of 
any plan. The only other plan I am 

aware of would be one that says: Let’s 
just wait and see what happens. Let’s 
wait and see what a horrible disaster 
this will be. Let’s wait and see how 
awful this will be for the American 
people, how utterly intolerable they 
will find it. And let’s just hope that 
will provide enough political momen-
tum for us perhaps to win elections at 
some unknown point in the future. 
This is not a good way to run a govern-
ment. This is not a kind thing to do to 
an unsuspecting public who hopes and 
expects that we have their best inter-
ests at heart. 

So to all those in this body who sup-
port ObamaCare, this argument might 
not be all that persuasive to you, al-
though you ought to look at the fact 
that the President, who signed this 
into law, has said he himself is not 
ready, is not willing, is not able to en-
force and implement the law 
evenhandedly as it was written. So 
maybe that ought to give you pause as 
to whether you should fund it. 

But for those of you in this body who 
are, in fact, opposed to ObamaCare, I 
ask you: How can you oppose it, be 
against it, and yet fund it? So I would 
invite you to consider the possibility 
that what you are doing in thinking 
about funding it is not really where 
you want to go. Consider what might 
be said about this. Defund it or own it. 
If you fund it, you are for it. 

This law was enacted without a 
meaningful opportunity for the Mem-
bers voting on it to read it. It is 2,700 
pages long. After it was enacted into 
law, it was rewritten a total of four 
times: twice by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, twice more by the 
President of the United States. The 
President’s rewrite came just a few 
weeks ago, the Supreme Court’s re-
write was over a year ago. 

But what the President did was ac-
knowledge that this law is not ready 
for prime time. This law is not ready to 
implement. This law is not one that he 
is willing to implement as written. He 
is going to implement and enforce it 
selectively, holding hard-working 
Americans, individuals and families to 
the fire, while throwing a big bone to 
big business. 

This is not acceptable. This is un- 
American. This is not something that 
those of us who purport to be against 
ObamaCare can support by funding it. 
So I invite my colleagues to join me in 
this cause to vote to fund government 
but not ObamaCare. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, even 
though I disagree with my three 
friends, I appreciate their sincerity, 
their advocacy. They are all three very 
intelligent men, good Senators. But I 
am going to move on to another sub-
ject. 

I ask unanimous consent that fol-
lowing Senator COBURN’s remarks, 
which are 15 minutes as I understand 
it, that all postcloture time on Cal-
endar No. 223 be yielded back, and the 
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Senate proceed to vote on confirmation 
of the nomination with no intervening 
action or debate; further that following 
disposition of Calendar No. 223, the 
Senate proceed to consider the fol-
lowing nominations en bloc: 224, 104, 
102, and 103; further that there be 2 
minutes of debate equally divided in 
the usual form prior to cloture votes 
on Calendar Nos. 224 and 104; that if 
cloture is invoked on the nominations, 
all postcloture time be yielded back 
and the Senate proceed to vote on con-
firmation of the nomination with no 
intervening action or debate; further 
that if Calendar Nos. 223, 224, and 104 
are confirmed, the Senate proceed to 
vote with no intervening action or de-
bate on Calendar No. 102 and 103, in 
that order; that if cloture is not in-
voked on Calendar Nos. 224 or 104, Cal-
endar Nos. 102 and 103 be returned to 
the calendar; further, that if a nomina-
tion is confirmed, the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid on 
the table, with no intervening action 
or debate and no further motions be in 
order; that any related statements be 
printed in the RECORD; that the Presi-
dent be immediately notified of the 
Senate’s action; further, that upon 
confirmation of Calendar No. 103, the 
Senate resume legislative session and 
that all after the first vote be 10 min-
utes in duration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—S. 1243 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, finally one 

last unanimous consent. I ask unani-
mous consent that when the Senate re-
sumes its consideration of S. 1243 on 
Wednesday, July 31, the pending 
amendments be set aside and Senator 
PAUL be recognized to offer amendment 
No. 1739; that there be 60 minutes of de-
bate equally divided between the pro-
ponents and opponents; that upon the 
use or yielding back of that time, the 
Senate proceed to vote in relation to 
the Paul amendment; further, that no 
points of order or second-degree 
amendments be in order to the Paul 
amendment prior to the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Reserving the right 
to object, I am not going to object, but 
I wanted to ask the majority leader, as 
you know, we have lost a great Amer-
ican, Ambassador Lindy Boggs. Sen-
ator BEGICH and I just wanted 10 min-
utes on the floor sometime today or to-
morrow to honor her. Could we include 
that in some agreement for tomorrow? 

Mr. REID. If we are not able to get it 
done today, we will do it in wrap-up to-
night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Oklahoma. 
THE AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate having the opportunity to talk 
about this subject. I also appreciate my 
colleagues. They are absolutely right 
in everything they said in terms of the 
effect of ObamaCare. I was here when 

that debate took place. But there are 
two contentions on which I disagree 
with them. I thought I would voice 
them on the floor. 

One is one of the quotes from the 
Senator from Texas: You can thank the 
men and women of the Congress for 
ObamaCare. 

I would just say you can thank the 
Democrats for ObamaCare because 
there was not one Republican who 
voted for it. So it is not the Congress 
that did this; it is the President and 
his allies who created this mess that 
we are about to experience. 

The other thing I disagree with is the 
fact that you can design a piece of leg-
islation that will defund ObamaCare, 
because the vast majority of it is man-
datory spending. So no matter what we 
did in terms of a continuing resolution, 
and according to the CRS—which I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD after I finish what I am 
talking about—all of the things would 
continue in terms of the implementa-
tion of the Affordable Care Act if we 
carried out the strategy that is out-
lined by my colleagues. 

Now, their motivations are abso-
lutely pure. I have never voted for a 
continuing resolution since I have been 
in the Senate. My American Conserv-
ative Union rating is 99 percent. I 
would love to defund it. I want some-
body to show me a mechanism where 
we can do that because the vast major-
ity of the money being spent today is 
mandatory spending that does not 
come under a spending bill associated 
with appropriations. It was passed by a 
law. So the only effective way to truly 
stop ObamaCare—and I think we ought 
to do it. To stop it would be to totally 
reverse it. We do not have the votes to 
do that, but we do have the votes to 
delay it. 

When you go out and talk about the 
fact that they are not going to imple-
ment the employer mandate but imple-
ment the individual mandate, we can 
have a vote on that in the Senate. 
Then we can have our colleagues go 
home and say why they think it is fair 
to do that. We can actually add that. 

The fact that they are not going to 
do a check on the claims for eligibility 
under the exchanges, 88 percent of 
Americans think that is wrong. Why do 
they think it is wrong? Because they 
know right now, with the earned-in-
come tax credit, between 25 and 34 per-
cent of it is fraud. On the child tax 
credit it is the same thing. They know 
exactly the same thing will happen 
when it comes to credits and payments 
in the exchanges. 

They also know the Independent Pay-
ment Advisory Board is going to ration 
care for the vast majority of the Amer-
icans. We can have a vote on that 
again. A good portion of my colleagues 
on the other side would like to get rid 
of that. So we can have a strategic 
method of delaying ObamaCare by put-
ting the votes up. But there is no way, 
according to the Congressional Re-
search Service, that the vast majority 

of funding can be stopped unless you 
totally reverse the whole bill. 

As my colleague said, they did not 
think President Obama would sign 
that. So you would have to have 67 
votes to let that happen. I spent hours 
on this floor trying to defeat the Af-
fordable Care Act. Many of my col-
leagues on this side came around to 
other proposals, the Patient’s Choice 
Act, which accomplished many of the 
same things without large government, 
without tremendous cost, and without 
the government getting in between a 
patient and their doctor. 

I do have a little bit of experience on 
that side of the ledger in terms of car-
ing for people for the last 25 years as a 
practicing physician. So I would think 
it would be important that we have a 
way. I do not disagree with the intent 
of what my colleagues want to do. I 
want to defund this bill, but I also 
want to do it in a way that kills it. 
There is not a legislative method that 
we have that is capable of defunding it 
short of 67 votes in the Senate, short of 
two-thirds votes in the U.S. House. 

Now, can we put some riders on it to 
say you will not implement a certain 
section of it? Yes, as long as it is asso-
ciated with discretionary spending. So 
what I would ask is that my colleagues 
look at what the Congressional Re-
search Service has said and what the 
approach will be based on their anal-
ysis of a plan. 

I believe the vast majority of Ameri-
cans want us to get rid of this bill, this 
law. They want it reversed. There is a 
dissonance between what Americans 
want and what Congress is willing to 
give them, much as my colleague said. 
It is different. But to claim the fact— 
and I will be with them on not voting 
for a CR. However, it will not nec-
essarily be for the same right reasons. 
There are good reasons. I think that is 
a terrible way to fund the government, 
but the fact is, there are a lot of ways 
that we can delay this bill and accom-
plish what we need to accomplish. 

I don’t think we can do the other. I 
don’t believe we can accomplish that. 
So my colleagues will remember, it 
was actually 1996 when we had the gov-
ernment shutdown. Everybody was all 
for it until they were not. I voted 
against reopening the government. Had 
we held, much like our colleagues want 
us to hold today, we would not be $17 
trillion in debt. We would not have a 
budget deficit of $800 billion this year. 
We would not be borrowing $34,000 a 
second—a second—in this government. 

But I also know human nature. The 
very people who say they will do things 
today, when it gets tough, do not do it. 
So I praise my colleagues for what they 
are trying to do. They are right in 
wanting to try to kill the Affordable 
Care Act: the costs, the lack of effec-
tiveness, the long-term diminution of 
the doctor-patient relationship, gov-
ernment involved in every aspect of 
your health care. 

To have a litmus test of, if I do not 
agree with the process then I do not 
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really want to defund the Affordable 
Care Act, that is not a claim that set-
tles very well with me, especially 
spending the last 4 years trying to 
fight this bill. I would say that the ad-
ministration is lawless in its imple-
mentation of this bill, the fact that 
they are going to pick and choose—re-
gardless of what the law says, they are 
going to pick and choose what they 
will implement and what they will not. 

I think it is unacceptable. I think it 
is unfair to the average American. It is 
certainly unfair to the middle class. It 
is certainly unfair to those people who 
are trying to get a job today and can-
not get full-time employment. We had 
334,000 part-time jobs created last year. 
At this time in the economy, we should 
be creating 800,000 full-time jobs a 
year. 

They are correct in terms of what it 
is doing to job creation. They are cor-
rect in terms of the negatives that it is 
having on our economy. They are cor-
rect about every part of this except 
whether it will actually solve the prob-
lem. In contrast to that is what it is 
that we have done that we can talk 
about with the American people that 
has been positive? We have actually 
shrunk the size of the Federal Govern-
ment. For the first time since 1995, the 
discredited spending of the Federal 
Government is going to decline—for 
the first time. 

We ought to use the continuing reso-
lution, in my mind, to accentuate that 
one positive thing, which is that the 
reach and impact of the Federal Gov-
ernment in everybody’s lives should be 
downgraded, as well as with the Afford-
able Care Act. 

There is no one perfect way to do 
this. There will be disagreements, but 
the fact is we have accomplished some 
great things with the Budget Control 
Act and with the sequester. What we 
need to do is improve on that. 

When I first came to the Senate, the 
average individual’s debt was $23,000. It 
is at $54,000 today. Every man, woman, 
and child in this country, if you are 
born today, by the time you are 20 
years of age—if you count unfunded li-
abilities—you will be responsible for in 
excess of $1 million of debt and un-
funded liabilities. 

Let me say that again. If you are 
born today, by the time you become a 
majority citizen, you will be respon-
sible for debt and unfunded liabilities 
in excess of $1 million. The Affordable 
Care Act adds to that, but it doesn’t 
add much compared to everything else 
we have done. 

We need to rein in this President. I 
agree. We need to rein in spending. We 
need to rein in the Affordable Care Act. 
If we could end it, I would be for ending 
it tomorrow. What we need to do is 
delay it to where we can get to the 
point where we can kill it. It does need 
to be terminated. 

There are positive things we need to 
be doing. There is no question that we 
ought to make available, without dis-
crimination, health care for people who 

have preexisting illnesses. Those are 
positive things. We can do that. There 
are ways to do it other than the ineffi-
cient, ineffective way this bill does it. 
They weren’t even ever considered for a 
vote when we had this. There wasn’t 
any real debate on alternatives because 
we weren’t allowed to offer them in the 
Senate. 

My time has expired. I commend to 
my colleagues the CRS, Congressional 
Research Study, ‘‘Potential Effects of a 
Government Shutdown on Implementa-
tion of the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act (ACA).’’ 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, all postcloture time 
is yielded back. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Kent Yoshiho Hirozawa, of New York, 
to be a Member of the National Labor 
Relations Board? 

Mr. VITTER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from North Dakota (Ms. 
HEITKAMP) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. CHIESA). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. CHIESA) 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR-
REN). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 54, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 190 Ex.] 

YEAS—54 

Baldwin 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Hagan 

Harkin 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—44 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 

Enzi 
Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Lee 
McCain 

McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—2 

Chiesa Heitkamp 

The nomination was confirmed. 

f 

NOMINATION OF NANCY JEAN 
SCHIFFER, OF MARYLAND, TO 
BE A MEMBER OF THE NA-
TIONAL LABOR RELATIONS 
BOARD 

NOMINATION OF MARK GASTON 
PEARCE, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL 
LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

NOMINATION OF HARRY I. JOHN-
SON III, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL 
LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

NOMINATION OF PHILIP ANDREW 
MISCIMARRA, OF ILLINOIS, TO 
BE A MEMBER OF THE NA-
TIONAL LABOR RELATIONS 
BOARD 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to consider the following nomina-
tions en bloc, which the clerk will re-
port. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
Nancy Jean Schiffer, of Maryland, to be a 

Member of the National Labor Relations 
Board. 

Mark Gaston Pearce, of New York, to be a 
Member of the National Labor Relations 
Board. 

Harry I. Johnson III, of Illinois, to be a 
Member of the National Labor Relations 
Board. 

Philip Andrew Miscimarra, of Illinois, to 
be a Member of the National Labor Relations 
Board. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the cloture motion 
having been presented under rule XXII, 
the Chair directs the clerk to read the 
motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Nancy Jean Schiffer, of Maryland, to be a 
Member of the National Labor Relations 
Board. 

Harry Reid, Tom Harkin, Jack Reed, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Christopher A. 
Coons, Robert P. Casey, Jr., Benjamin 
L. Cardin, Patrick J. Leahy, Joe 
Manchin III, Elizabeth Warren, Debbie 
Stabenow, Carl Levin, Angus S. King, 
Jr., Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. 
Durbin, Amy Klobuchar, Richard 
Blumenthal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will now be 2 
minutes of debate divided in the usual 
form prior to a vote on the motion to 
invoke cloture. 
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Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent the time be 
yielded back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

By unanimous consent the manda-
tory quorum call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Nancy Jean Schiffer, of Maryland, to 
be a Member of the National Labor Re-
lations Board, shall be brought to a 
close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from North Dakota (Ms. 
HEITKAMP) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. CHIESA). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 65, 
nays 33, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 191 Ex.] 
YEAS—65 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Flake 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 

Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—33 

Barrasso 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Enzi 

Fischer 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Lee 
Moran 

Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 

NOT VOTING—2 

Chiesa Heitkamp 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
are 65, the nays are 33. Three-fifths of 
the Senators duly chosen and sworn 
having voted in the affirmative, the 
motion is agreed to. 

The majority leader. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, we have 

three 10-minute votes. We have a 5- 
minute penalty time, and we need to 
start wrapping up these votes. The first 
vote took 30 minutes, so let’s try to 
stick to what we said we would do. 
There are Senators who wait around 
here, so it is not fair to them. As soon 
as we get enough votes, we will move 
on. We are moving on whether every-
one is here or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, all postcloture time 
is yielded back and the question is, 
Will the Senate advise and consent to 
the nomination of Nancy Jean Schiffer, 
of Maryland, to be a member of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board? 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? There appears to be 
a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from North Dakota (Ms. 
HEITKAMP) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. CHIESA). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. CHIESA) 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 54, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 192 Ex.] 
YEAS—54 

Baldwin 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Hagan 

Harkin 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—44 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 

Enzi 
Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Lee 
McCain 

McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—2 

Chiesa Heitkamp 

The nomination was confirmed. 
CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, and pursuant to 
rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Mark Gaston Pearce, of New York, to be a 
Member of the National Labor Relations 
Board. 

Harry Reid, Tom Harkin, Jack Reed, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Christopher A. 

Coons, Robert P. Casey, Jr., Benjamin 
L. Cardin, Patrick J. Leahy, Joe 
Manchin III, Elizabeth Warren, Debbie 
Stabenow, Carl Levin, Angus S. King, 
Jr., Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. 
Durbin, Amy Klobuchar, Richard 
Blumenthal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will now be 2 
minutes of debate equally divided in 
the usual form prior to a vote on the 
motion to invoke cloture on the Pearce 
nomination. 

The Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that all time 
be yielded back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
By unanimous consent, the manda-

tory quorum call is waived. 
The question is, Is it the sense of the 

Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Mark Gaston Pearce, of New York, 
to be a Member of the National Labor 
Relations Board for the term of 5 years 
expiring August 27, 2018, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from North Dakota (Ms. 
HEITKAMP) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. CHIESA). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 69, 
nays 29, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 193 Ex.] 

YEAS—69 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Flake 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Isakson 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 

Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—29 

Barrasso 
Boozman 
Burr 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Enzi 

Fischer 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Lee 
McConnell 

Moran 
Paul 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Vitter 
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NOT VOTING—2 

Chiesa Heitkamp 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 69, the nays are 29. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

Under the previous order, all 
postcloture time is yielded back and 
the question occurs on the Pearce nom-
ination. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Mark Gaston Pearce, of New York, to 
be a Member of the National Labor Re-
lations Board? 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from North Dakota (Ms. 
HEITKAMP) and the Senator from Ne-
vada (Mr. REID), are necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. CHIESA). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. CHIESA) 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 59, 
nays 38, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 194 Ex.] 
YEAS—59 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Collins 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 

Hagan 
Harkin 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Isakson 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 

Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—38 

Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Enzi 

Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Lee 
McConnell 

Moran 
Paul 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—3 

Chiesa Heitkamp Reid 

The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON NOMINATION OF HARRY I. JOHNSON III 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
nomination of Harry I. Johnson III, of 
Virginia, to be a Member of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON NOMINATION OF PHILIP ANDREW 

MISCIMARRA 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
nomination of Philip Andrew 
Miscimarra, of Illinois, to be a Member 
of the National Labor Relations Board? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motions to re-
consider are considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ate will resume legislative session. 
The Senator from Washington. 

f 

TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2014—Resumed 
Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, 

what is the pending business? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
A bill (S. 1243) making appropriations for 

the Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2014, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 
Murray (for Cardin) modified amendment 

No. 1760, to require the Secretary of Trans-
portation to submit to Congress a report re-
lating to the condition of lane miles and 
highway bridge deck. 

Coburn amendment No. 1750, to prohibit 
funds from being directed to Federal employ-
ees with unpaid Federal tax liability. 

Coburn amendment No. 1751, to prohibit 
Federal funding of union activities by Fed-
eral employees. 

Coburn amendment No. 1754, to prohibit 
Federal funds from being used to meet the 
matching requirements of other Federal pro-
grams. 

Murphy amendment No. 1783, to require 
the Secretary of Transportation to assess 
the impact on domestic employment of a 
waiver of the Buy America requirement for 
Federal-aid highway projects prior to issuing 
the waiver. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 1818, 1772, 1800, 1809, 1812, AND 
1814 EN BLOC 

Mrs. MURRAY. I ask unanimous con-
sent the following amendments be 
made in order and the Senate proceed 
to their consideration en bloc: Flake 
amendment No. 1818, Flake amendment 
No. 1772, McCaskill-Blunt amendment 
No. 1800, Blumenthal amendment No. 
1809, Menendez amendment No. 1812, 
and Cochran amendment No. 1814. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Maine. 
Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, it is 

with great regret that on behalf of Sen-
ator COBURN, I am objecting. 

I wish to point out that we have 
worked very hard to clear this list of 
amendments, and they include amend-

ments from Members on both sides of 
the aisle. It is a fair list, and I had 
hoped we would be able to proceed to-
night. 

Regrettably, there is an objection on 
our side from Senator COBURN. 

I am, however, optimistic that with 
further work we will be able to deal 
with that objection. My hope is that in 
the morning we will have an agreement 
that will allow me to agree, as the 
manager on our side, to this list. Un-
fortunately, at this time, I do need to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, S. 1243 
is now pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. I have a cloture motion 
which is at the desk. With the Chair’s 
permission, I ask that it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on S. 1243, a bill 
making appropriations for the Departments 
of Transportation, and Housing and Urban 
Development, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2014, and for 
other purposes. 

Harry Reid, Patty Murray, Barbara A. 
Mikulski, Jon Tester, Tom Harkin, 
Jack Reed, Dianne Feinstein, Tim 
Johnson, Tom Udall, Mark Begich, 
Christopher Murphy, Patrick J. Leahy, 
Richard J. Durbin, Bill Nelson, Chris-
topher A. Coons, Amy Klobuchar, 
Mazie K. Hirono, Richard Blumenthal. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, before I 
go further, I want the Senator from 
Washington and the Senator from 
Maine to hear what I am saying; that 
is, I wish to process amendments. We 
are going to do one in the morning, 
which has held up things for some 
time. 

There are other amendments pend-
ing. We are going to be voting on those. 
I have no problem with that. This is a 
piece of legislation we should pass. 

I heard the ranking member speak on 
the floor yesterday, but I was so im-
pressed because she said what is true. 
This is what we are, legislators. When 
we pass this, everyone knows what the 
number is if we pass it. 

We go to conference. What happens in 
conference? The numbers change. This 
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is the way things should happen around 
here. 

I would hope we don’t have these 
lines drawn in the sand and we can 
start being appropriators again. When I 
came here many years ago, I was so 
fortunate, only two freshmen were on 
the Appropriations Committee. I was 
on it and also Senator MIKULSKI. 

I loved that committee all these 
years. It was so much fun. 

It hasn’t been much fun lately be-
cause we haven’t had an Appropria-
tions Committee that has been func-
tioning decently. Senator MIKULSKI 
and Senator SHELBY are legislators. 
They wish to do legislation as the two 
managers of this bill do. I would hope 
we could move forward. 

I have no problem with the Coburn 
amendments and Paul amendment. 
Let’s vote on them and move on. 

The time has come when we have to 
try to get it passed. The week is com-
ing to a close. We have other nomina-
tions. We have to move to things when 
we get back. We know all the problems 
we have when we get back. I wish to do 
some more work on appropriations 
bills when we get back. 

I ask unanimous consent the manda-
tory quorum required under rule XXII 
be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the cloture 
motion be withdrawn and that at a 
time to be determined by the majority 
leader, notwithstanding rule XXII, in 
consultation with Senator MCCONNELL, 
the Senate proceed to executive session 
to consider the following nomination: 
Calendar No. 220; that there be 2 hours 
for debate equally divided between the 
proponents and opponents; that fol-
lowing the use or yielding back of 
time, the Senate proceed to vote, with 
no intervening action or debate on the 
nomination; that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table, with no intervening action 
or debate; that no further motions be 
in order; that any related statements 
be printed in the Record; and that 
President Obama be immediately noti-
fied of the Senate’s action and the Sen-
ate then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Colorado is recog-
nized. 

ENDING BULK COLLECTION OF 
PHONE RECORDS 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. I welcome 
this opportunity to speak on the floor 
about the National Security Agency 
surveillance programs, their effective-
ness, and their future. 

I am proud to be joined by my col-
league from Oregon, Senator WYDEN, 
who will comment as well after my re-
marks. He has been a stalwart leader 
on these issues, and it has been my 
honor to join forces with him and to 
draw attention to this very important 
discussion President Obama recently 
welcomed. 

He called for a public debate on find-
ing the right balance between national 
security and privacy in the context of 
NSA’s surveillance programs. 

His call is long overdue, and it is an 
opportunity we should not squander. 
As I have said time and time again to 
Coloradans and as they have said back 
to me as well, we owe it to the Amer-
ican people to have an open, trans-
parent debate about the limits of the 
Federal Government’s surveillance 
powers and how we reconcile the need 
to keep our families safe while still re-
specting our hard-won constitutional 
rights to privacy. 

Although I would have preferred that 
this debate would have been kicked off 
by more transparent actions by the 
White House instead of by unauthor-
ized leaks, we are nonetheless pre-
sented with a unique opportunity—an 
opportunity to finally have an open di-
alog about the limits of our govern-
ment’s surveillance powers, particu-
larly those relating to the vast dragnet 
of Americans’ phone records under sec-
tion 215 of the PATRIOT Act. 

This is a debate in which I feel privi-
leged to take part. It is a debate that 
Senator WYDEN has been a part of since 
before I was elected to the Congress 
and one that I have been engaged in for 
a number of years now. 

I want to be clear. I have acted in 
every possible way that I could within 
the confines of our rules that protect 
classified information to oppose these 
practices and bring them to light for 
the American people. I have fought 
against overly intrusive sections of the 
PATRIOT Act and the FISA Amend-
ments Act and registered objections re-
peatedly with the administration. I be-
lieve these efforts are critical for pro-
tecting our privacy and also ensuring 
our national security. 

I serve on both the Senate Armed 
Services Committee and the Senate In-
telligence Committee, and in those as-
signments I focus every day on keeping 
Americans safe, at home and abroad. I 
recognize that we still live in a world 
where terrorism is a serious threat to 
our country, to our economy, and to 
American lives. Make no mistake, our 
government needs the appropriate sur-
veillance and antiterrorism tools to 
combat the serious threats to our Na-
tion. But it is up to the White House 
and Congress to ensure that these tools 
strike the right balance between keep-

ing us safe and protecting our constitu-
tional right to privacy. This is a bal-
ance I know we can achieve, but, in my 
view, the PATRIOT Act’s bulk phone 
records collection program does not 
achieve that balance. That is why I am 
here on the Senate floor with my col-
league Senator WYDEN to call for an 
end to the bulk phone records collec-
tion program, as we know it today. 

Two years ago we were here on the 
Senate floor considering extending cer-
tain PATRIOT Act provisions. At that 
time I argued that the sweeping sur-
veillance powers we were debating did 
not contain sufficient safeguards to 
preserve the privacy rights of Ameri-
cans. In particular, I argued that the 
PATRIOT Act’s business records provi-
sion—or section 215—permits the col-
lection of records on law-abiding Amer-
icans who have no connection to ter-
rorism or espionage. As I said at that 
time, we ought to be able to at least 
agree that an investigation under PA-
TRIOT Act powers should have a 
terrorist- or espionage-related focus. 

We all agree that the intelligence 
community needs effective tools to 
combat terrorism, but we must provide 
those tools in a way that also protects 
the constitutional freedoms of our peo-
ple and that lives up to the standard of 
transparency our democracy demands. 
The Bill of Rights is the strongest doc-
ument we have. Another way to put it: 
It is the biggest, baddest weapon we 
have. We need to stand with the Bill of 
Rights and in this case the Fourth 
Amendment. 

Following Mr. Snowden’s actions and 
the subsequent declassification of in-
formation concerning the NSA’s sur-
veillance programs, Americans in re-
cent weeks are coming to understand 
what it means when section 215 of the 
PATRIOT Act says the government can 
obtain ‘‘any tangible thing’’ relevant 
to a national security investigation. 
That is the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Court’s way of saying that 
section 215 permits the collection of 
millions of Americans’ phone records 
on a daily, ongoing basis. As a member 
of the Senate Intelligence Committee, 
I have repeatedly expressed concern 
that the FISA Court’s secret interpre-
tation of this provision of the PA-
TRIOT Act is at odds with the plain 
meaning of the law. This secrecy has 
prevented Americans from under-
standing how this law is being imple-
mented in their name. 

In my view and the view of many 
Americans, this large-scale collection 
of information by the government has 
very significant privacy implications 
for all of us. What do I mean by that? 
Information about our phone calls—or, 
as it is known, ‘‘metadata’’—may 
sound pretty simple and innocuous, but 
I believe that when law-abiding Ameri-
cans call up their friends, family, doc-
tors, religious leaders, or anyone else, 
the information on whom they call, 
when they call, and where they call is 
private information and should be sub-
ject to strong privacy protections. 
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I have heard it said that the bulk 

phone records program collects nothing 
beyond what you could find in a phone 
book. But let’s be clear about exactly 
what this program does. It collects the 
very personal details of our phone 
calls—the who, where, when, and how 
long—and stores them in a database. 
This doesn’t just happen for those who 
are suspected of having some connec-
tion to terrorism; this program collects 
the phone records of literally millions 
of Americans. This is a far greater in-
trusion into our privacy than being 
voluntarily listed in the Yellow Pages, 
and it is the reason why I am calling 
on the White House and Congress to 
immediately reform this program. 

Let me reiterate that it is absolutely 
possible to have both privacy and secu-
rity. Yet, in the case of the bulk phone 
records collection program, Senator 
WYDEN and I believe we aren’t getting 
enough of either. Not only does this 
program unreasonably intrude on 
Americans’ privacy, but it also does so 
without achieving the alleged security 
gains. For instance, in recent weeks 
the intelligence community has made 
new assertions about the value of re-
cently declassified NSA surveillance 
programs, but in doing so they have 
conflated two programs: section 702 of 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act regarding foreigners’ Internet com-
munications and section 215 of the PA-
TRIOT Act regarding bulk phone 
records. It appears, however, that the 
bulk phone records collection program 
alone played little or no role in dis-
rupting terrorist plots—I say this as 
someone who has been fully briefed on 
these terror-related events—nor has it 
been demonstrated that this program 
even provides any uniquely valuable in-
telligence. Therefore, saying, as the in-
telligence community has, that ‘‘these 
programs’’ together have disrupted 
‘‘dozens of potential terrorist plots’’ is 
misleading. 

While the intelligence community 
has been conflating these two pro-
grams, some of my colleagues in Con-
gress in recent days have been going 
even further to say that the phone 
records program alone has been greatly 
successful. They have said it has saved 
lives and prevented dozens of terrorist 
plots. As someone who has been pre-
sented with the same information as 
my colleagues on the much-discussed 
54 terror-related events, I have to say I 
disagree. Again, I have seen no evi-
dence that the bulk phone records col-
lection program alone has played a 
meaningful role, if any, in disrupting 
terrorist plots. 

I have yet to see any convincing rea-
son why agencies investigating ter-
rorism cannot simply obtain informa-
tion directly from phone companies 
using a regular court order. It may be 
more convenient for the NSA to collect 
phone records in bulk rather than ask-
ing phone companies to search for spe-
cific phone numbers, but convenience 
alone cannot justify the collection of 
the personal information of millions of 

innocent, ordinary, law-abiding Ameri-
cans, especially when the same or more 
information can be obtained using less 
intrusive methods. A few hundred 
court orders per year would clearly not 
overwhelm the FISA Court, and the 
law already allows for emergency au-
thorizations to get these records quick-
ly in urgent circumstances. 

Senator WYDEN and I are not alone in 
believing there is a more effective and 
less intrusive way to collect this infor-
mation. Even before the nature of the 
bulk phone records collection program 
was declassified, there was support for 
narrowing the language of section 215 
from many Members of Congress of 
both political parties. In fact, when the 
PATRIOT Act reauthorization passed 
the Senate in 2005 by unanimous con-
sent, it included commonsense lan-
guage that would have limited the gov-
ernment’s ability to collect Americans’ 
personal information unless there is a 
demonstrated link to terrorism or espi-
onage. That language was designed to, 
among other things, protect our 
Fourth Amendment constitutional 
rights and put a check on government 
power. While that language did not 
make it into the final conference bill, 
it demonstrated that bipartisan agree-
ment on reforms to section 215 is pos-
sible. 

Let’s fast forward to 2011, when the 
Senate again took up the extension of 
a number of expiring provisions of the 
PATRIOT Act. I offered an amendment 
drawn directly from language in the 
2005 Senate-passed bill to narrow the 
application of this provision. That 
amendment, unfortunately, did not re-
ceive a vote. But this Congress I intro-
duced bipartisan legislation with Sen-
ator WYDEN based on that same lan-
guage and principles, and we are now 
joined by a strong bipartisan group of 
our colleagues from across the country 
and all along the political spectrum, 
including Senators DURBIN, MUR-
KOWSKI, BEGICH, TOM UDALL, MERKLEY, 
LEE, and HEINRICH. Our bill will respon-
sibly narrow the PATRIOT Act’s sec-
tion 215 collection authority to make it 
less intrusive on the privacy of law- 
abiding Americans. Our legislation 
would still allow law enforcement and 
intelligence agencies to use the PA-
TRIOT Act to obtain a wide range of 
records in the course of terrorism- and 
espionage-related investigations, but it 
would require them to demonstrate 
that the records are in some way con-
nected to terrorism or clandestine in-
telligence activities—which is not the 
case today. 

This past week there was a strong bi-
partisan vote in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives to curtail NSA’s bulk 
phone records collection. Although the 
legislation didn’t pass, the American 
people are demanding action and those 
who share our concerns are on the 
march. It is time to take action. 

It is common sense that our law en-
forcement agencies should have reason 
to suspect a connection between the 
records they are seeking and a ter-

rorism or espionage investigation be-
fore using these broad authorities to 
collect the private information of 
Americans. If the government can use 
these powers to collect information on 
people who have no connection to ter-
rorism, then where does it end? Is there 
no amount of information that our 
government can collect that would be 
off limits? What is next—our medical 
records? 

We must be able to put in place rea-
sonable measures that allow our law 
enforcement agencies to pursue en-
emies who would try to harm us, while 
protecting our rights as Americans. 

That is why I believe if an investiga-
tion cannot assert some nexus to ter-
rorism or espionage, then the Govern-
ment should keep its hands off the 
phone records of law-abiding Ameri-
cans. These are the kinds of reason-
able, commonsense limits on the Gov-
ernment’s powers that Coloradoans tell 
me are necessary to keep us safe while 
also respecting our privacy. 

That takes me back to the statement 
I made at the outset. I believe it is 
time to end the bulk collection pro-
gram as we know it. Tonight I am call-
ing on the White House to begin to 
make the administrative changes to 
end the bulk collection of Americans’ 
phone records and to conduct the pro-
gram instead through direct queries to 
phone companies where there is a con-
nection to terrorism or espionage. 
Under this targeted approach, our Gov-
ernment would retain its broad au-
thorities to investigate terrorism while 
ordinary Americans will be protected 
from overly intrusive surveillance ac-
tivities. 

Congress should support the adminis-
tration’s move in this direction by 
passing our legislation to end bulk col-
lection. Passage of our bipartisan bill 
would prevent unwarranted future 
breaches of Americans’ privacy rights 
and focus on the real threats to our na-
tional security. 

Taking into account the serious pri-
vacy concerns raised by the bulk col-
lection program, the lack of dem-
onstrated unique value of the program, 
and our ability through direct queries 
to the phone companies to collect the 
data in the same but less intrusive 
way, I believe the administration—I 
hope the administration will see the 
value in working with Congress to end 
the bulk collection of phone records 
conducted under the PATRIOT Act’s 
section 215 authorities. I pledge to 
work with the administration and all 
of my colleagues to see this through. 

Let me end on this note. We need to 
strike a better balance between pro-
tecting our country against the threat 
of terrorism and defending our con-
stitutional rights. The bulk records 
collection program as we know it today 
does not meet this balance test, and 
that is why I believe it must end. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon. 
Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, be-

fore he leaves the floor, I want to tell 
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Senator UDALL how much I have appre-
ciated having him in that intelligence 
room, because he has been a strong ad-
vocate for making sure our country 
can have security and liberty in those 
classified meetings, just as he has done 
tonight. It is great to have him on the 
committee and to have him as a part-
ner in these efforts. 

He is so right when he stated tonight 
that this is a debate that should have 
begun long ago. It is a debate that 
should have been started by elected of-
ficials and not by a government con-
tractor. I very much appreciate the 
Senator’s remarks. I think he made it 
clear that we are going to stay at this 
until we get it fixed, and I very much 
appreciate his leadership. 

As Senator UDALL has made clear, 
these issues are about as important as 
it gets. When you are talking about 
how you can secure these bedrock 
American values—security and lib-
erty—this is right at the heart of what 
Americans care about most. For too 
long, my view is the American people 
have essentially been presented with 
false choices. Americans have been told 
they can have one or the other: They 
can have security or they can have lib-
erty, but they cannot have both. Suf-
fice it to say, in the last 8 weeks, as 
this debate has evolved, I think Ameri-
cans have come to understand that this 
set of false choices is not what this de-
bate is all about, and they deserve bet-
ter. 

As this debate has unfolded, whether 
you are in a lunchroom at work or a 
senior citizens center or you are look-
ing at a political opinion poll, the polls 
have changed something like 20 points 
just in the last few weeks, with Ameri-
cans saying, particularly, that the bulk 
phone records collection program is an 
intrusion on the rights of law-abiding 
Americans. Whether it is what citizens 
say at townhall meetings or what they 
say in the company lunchroom or in 
senior citizens centers, Americans have 
come to understand that these false 
choices are not what the discussion is 
all about. Americans have come to fig-
ure it out. 

Frankly, a big part of the problem in 
the past—and I documented it last 
week—is leaders in the intelligence 
community have made misleading 
statements, repeatedly. It is not just a 
question of keeping the American peo-
ple in the dark—which was true—but 
the American people were actively mis-
led on a number of occasions. 

Senator UDALL and I have been walk-
ing everyone through that. The bulk 
phone records collection program is 
often compared to a grand jury sub-
poena approach. That is about as far- 
fetched as it gets. Even national secu-
rity lawyers have made fun of that 
kind of argument in publications such 
as the Wall Street Journal. 

Very often when I talk to lawyers— 
the distinguished Presiding Officer is, 
of course, a particularly illustrious 
lawyer and has taught in the field. I 
often say when I am visiting with law-

yers, or I ask for a show of hands: Does 
anybody know of a grand jury sub-
poena where you can have the bulk col-
lection of millions of phone records of 
law-abiding Americans? Come on up to 
me and tell me after the meeting is 
over. 

I do not exactly get swarmed. The 
reason is there are not any. 

One of the reasons I wanted to touch 
on these misleading statements is that, 
just in the last few days—Senator 
UDALL touched on this—there has been 
an effort to commingle the two pro-
grams. One of them is called the FISA 
702 Program, the PRISM Program, 
which targets foreigners and has useful 
value. We have made that clear. It can 
be improved. I came to that conclusion 
when I was finally able to get declas-
sified a finding from the FISA Court 
that on at least one occasion the 
Fourth Amendment had been violated 
in connection with the use of the 702 
Program. But even with that, I am of 
the view that provides useful value. 

But what a number of the leaders of 
the intelligence community have done 
is essentially commingled their advo-
cacy of these programs so that 702 and 
the bulk collection program essentially 
ride together, when in reality, 702— 
which Senator UDALL and I have sup-
ported—I think we can improve it with 
these privacy reforms—in effect, 702 
does all the work. The bulk collection 
program, which does intrude on the 
rights of millions of law-abiding Amer-
icans, is essentially along for the ride. 
But you would not know that when you 
hear these statements from a number 
of the leaders in the intelligence com-
munity, when they just say ‘‘these pro-
grams,’’ of course, are what keeps us 
safe. 

In addition, I thought it was impor-
tant to briefly start this evening by 
mentioning that over the last few days 
there have been a number of comments 
about whether the PATRIOT Act has 
violated the rights of Americans with 
respect to this bulk collection pro-
gram. A number of commentators and 
others have said: ‘‘Where are the viola-
tions? I haven’t seen any violations.’’ 

The Director of National Intelligence 
said last Friday, in a letter to you and 
me and Senator UDALL and 23 other of 
our colleagues: Yes, there have been 
violations of the PATRIOT Act—when 
he said specifically that the Govern-
ment had violated court orders on the 
bulk collection of those phone records. 

I am not allowed to discuss the clas-
sified nature of that, but I want to 
make sure those who are following this 
debate know that from my vantage 
point, reading those documents that 
are classified, these violations are 
more serious than have been stated by 
the intelligence community, and in my 
view that is very troubling. So I do 
hope Senators will go to the Intel-
ligence Committee and ask to see those 
classified documents because I think 
when they read them—I think they will 
come to the conclusion to which I have 
come that, not only is what was stated 

by the Director of National Intel-
ligence in that letter that was sent to 
you and me and Senator UDALL and 23 
other Senators—not only was that cor-
rect, but I think Senators who read 
those classified documents will also 
come to the conclusion that the viola-
tions are more serious than they 
thought—than the intelligence commu-
nity portrayed. 

Let me, if I might, talk a little bit 
more about why we spent several years 
examining this bulk phone records pro-
gram. First, I think it is important for 
citizens to know that the ability to 
conduct this secret surveillance that 
lays bare the personal lives of millions 
of law-abiding Americans, coupled with 
the ability to conjure up these legal 
theories as to why this is acceptable, 
and then have such limited oversight 
through this one-sided adversarial 
FISA Court, in my view, is an oppor-
tunity for unprecedented control over 
the private lives of Americans. That is 
why Senator UDALL and I have spent 
all this time focused on this issue. 

I thought also tonight, and having 
done this before, I will provide a little 
more history as to how we got to this 
particular place. When I came to the 
Senate early on I had a chance to work 
with a number of colleagues who saw 
the extent of these problems—early on. 
One of them was our former colleague, 
Senator Russ Feingold. 

Senator Feingold saw the problems 
that the PATRIOT Act posed before 
they were apparent to many Senators. 
He and his staff took the responsibility 
to protect both American security and 
American liberties very seriously. In 
2007, the two of us came to understand 
that the PATRIOT Act was being se-
cretly interpreted to justify the bulk 
collection of Americans’ records, and 
we made it clear that we thought, first 
of all, that was something very dif-
ferent from what Americans thought 
was going on. 

We thought it was very different, for 
example, from the plain reading of sec-
tion 215 of the PATRIOT Act, and we 
thought that the language of the PA-
TRIOT Act had been stretched beyond 
recognition because the language in 
the PATRIOT Act spoke to relevance 
and a sense that it was relevant to sus-
pected terror activity, rather than 
something that created this enormous 
leap from what was in the statute that 
called for relevance to collecting mil-
lions and millions of records on law- 
abiding people. 

So Senator Feingold and I dutifully 
set about to write classified letters to 
senior officials urging them to make 
their official interpretation of the PA-
TRIOT Act public. We said at the time 
that for intelligence activities to be 
sustainable and effective, they have to 
be based on publicly understood laws 
and be consistent with Americans’ un-
derstanding of their own privacy 
rights. This, in our view, was clearly 
not the case with the bulk records col-
lection because, of course, the govern-
ment’s official interpretation of the 
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PATRIOT Act was a tightly guarded 
secret. 

Back then in those early days we 
were rebuffed when we made repeated 
requests that the intelligence commu-
nity inform the public what the gov-
ernment had secretly decided the law 
actually meant. In fact, there was a se-
cret court opinion that authorized 
massive dragnet domestic surveillance, 
and the American people, by that 
point, were essentially in the dark 
about what their government was 
doing with respect to interpreting an 
important law. 

In 2009, as the expiration of the date 
for the PATRIOT Act approached, Sen-
ator Feingold and I began to caution 
our colleagues and the public that our 
people were not getting the full story 
about the PATRIOT Act. At that time, 
we’d had the good fortune of having 
our colleague, Senator DURBIN, on the 
committee, and we all wrote public let-
ters. We authored various articles. We 
wrote editorial pages for the news-
papers and made statements for the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. We raised 
issues about this to the extent we 
could at public hearings. But, of 
course, the Senate rules regarding the 
protection of classified information 
limited what we could say. 

One point I have tried to make clear 
is the intelligence rules—the classifica-
tion rules don’t let a member of the 
committee tap the truth out in Morse 
Code. We have to comply with the 
rules, and they are very laborious. If 
we don’t comply with the rules, we 
cannot serve on the Intelligence Com-
mittee and be a watchdog for some of 
these efforts that we think goes right 
to the heart of protecting American se-
curity and American liberty. 

So we decided—a small group of us 
who shared these views—if we wanted 
to have the opportunity to play that 
watchdog rule, we needed to work 
within the rules. So we did everything 
we could—recognizing that we can’t 
tap out classified information in Morse 
Code—to alert the public about what 
was going on. 

After a series of short-term exten-
sions, the PATRIOT Act came up for a 
long-term reauthorization in the spring 
of 2011. By that time, Senator Feingold 
had been replaced on the committee by 
Senator UDALL. He, as my colleagues 
know, shares these concerns about the 
bulk collection of phone records on 
millions of law-abiding Americans, and 
we are lucky he has been a prominent 
leader in the cause of protecting, secu-
rity, and liberty. 

During the 2011 reauthorization, Sen-
ator UDALL and I spoke to colleagues. 
We invited colleagues to secure set-
tings so we could lay out what was ac-
tually happening, and many of those 
colleagues joined us on the floor to op-
pose the extension of the PATRIOT Act 
for 4 more years. 

During that debate, I came to the 
floor and said: 

When the American people find out how 
their government has secretly interpreted 

the PATRIOT Act, they will be stunned and 
they will be angry. 

That week the Senate voted to ex-
tend the PATRIOT Act until 2015, but 
those of us who opposed the extension 
continued the fight in the months that 
followed. 

At that time the NSA was also con-
ducting a bulk e-mail records program 
in addition to the bulk phone records 
program that is ongoing today. Sen-
ator UDALL and I were concerned about 
this program’s impact on our liberties 
and our privacy rights, and back in the 
Intelligence Committee, we spent a big 
chunk of 2011 pressing intelligence offi-
cials to provide evidence of its effec-
tiveness. It turned out that the intel-
ligence community was unable to pro-
vide any such evidence. Intelligence 
agencies have made statements to both 
Congress and the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court that—they had sig-
nificantly exaggerated the effective-
ness of the bulk e-mail program. When 
Senator UDALL and I pressed them to 
back up these statements, they 
couldn’t do it. The bulk e-mail records 
program was shut down that year. 

Our experience with the bulk e-mail 
records program showed us that the In-
telligence Agency’s assessments about 
the usefulness of a number of these 
particular programs, even big ones, are 
not always accurate. Now, that doesn’t 
mean that intelligence officials were 
deliberately lying. In a number of in-
stances—as far as I could tell—they be-
lieved their claims that the bulk e- 
mail surveillance program was effec-
tive, even though it was actually close 
to worthless. This was an important re-
minder that even if intelligence offi-
cials are well intentioned, they can be 
dead wrong, and that any policymaker 
who simply defers to intelligence offi-
cials’ conclusions without asking to 
see their evidence is making a mistake. 

As we looked at that evidence, Sen-
ator UDALL and I found that the claims 
about the effectiveness of the bulk 
phone records program also did not 
seem well supported by the facts. So in 
March of 2012, we wrote to the Attor-
ney General expressly with this con-
cern. In our letter we said: 

In recent months we have grown increas-
ingly skeptical about the actual value of 
[this] ‘‘intelligence collection operation.’’ 

And we added: 
This has come as a surprise to us, as we 

were initially inclined to take the executive 
branch’s assertions about the importance of 
this ‘‘operation’’ at face value. 

The Department of Justice, unfortu-
nately, decided not to respond to our 
letter, but we continued our efforts to 
educate the public and to call out sen-
ior officials from intelligence agencies 
and the Department of Justice as they 
repeatedly made misleading state-
ments about domestic surveillance. 

In June of this year, disclosures by 
the Washington Post and the Guardian 
newspaper revealed the fact of bulk 
collection to the American people. This 
sparked the debate that is now ongoing 
about whether offering up the personal 

records of ordinary Americans is the 
best way to protect our security and 
our liberty. This debate—as I indicated 
when Senator UDALL was on the floor— 
should have started a long time ago, 
but I am sure glad it is finally hap-
pening now. 

The fact is that Americans’ phone 
records can reveal a lot of private in-
formation. If you know, for example, 
that somebody called a psychiatrist 
three times in a week and twice after 
midnight, you know a lot about that 
person. If you are vacuuming up infor-
mation on whom Americans call, when 
they call, and how long they talked, 
you are collecting an astounding 
amount of information about a huge 
number of law-abiding Americans. 

The intelligence agencies try to em-
phasize that they have rules about who 
can look at these bulk phone records 
and when. There has been a lot said on 
cable by the talking heads on TV, and 
I want to emphasize, none of these 
rules require the NSA to go back to a 
court to look at Americans’ phone 
records. None of these rules erase the 
privacy impact of scooping up all of 
these records in the first place. On top 
of that, as I indicated in the beginning, 
there have been a number of serious 
violations of those rules. 

The Senators who got the letter last 
Friday know that, and I want to tell 
all the other Senators on both sides of 
the aisle that the violations—as I have 
touched on tonight—were a lot more 
serious than the public has been told. I 
believe the American people deserve to 
know more details about these viola-
tions that were described last Friday 
by Director Clapper. 

I am going to keep pressing to make 
more of these details public. It is my 
view that the information about the 
details of the violations of the court 
orders with respect to the bulk phone 
record collection program—the admis-
sion that the court orders have been 
violated—has not been, I think, fully 
fleshed out by the intelligence commu-
nity. I think a considerable amount of 
additional information can be offered 
without in any way compromising our 
national security. 

If the impact on America’s liberties 
wasn’t bad enough, it is made even 
worse by the fact that this program— 
when we asked and asked—does not 
seem to have any unique value. I will 
explain briefly what it means. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent for 7 additional minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON-
NELLY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I will see 
if I can beat the clock because I know 
colleagues are waiting. In fact, Senator 
BALDWIN has been a great advocate for 
liberties and showing that liberty and 
security are compatible, both when she 
was a Member of the other body and 
here when she was part of our group, 
and I thank her for it. 

Intelligence officials can only point 
to two cases where this program—the 
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bulk phone records collection pro-
gram—actually provided useful infor-
mation about an individual involved in 
terrorist activity. In both of these 
cases, the government had all the in-
formation it needed to go to the phone 
company and get an individual court 
order and emergency authorization for 
the phone records they needed. 

In both of these cases, the individuals 
who were identified using these phone 
records were arrested months or years 
after they were first identified, but if 
government agents believed that the 
situation was urgent, they could have 
used emergency authorizations to ob-
tain their phone records more quickly. 
I am glad both of these cases resolved 
the way they did. I am proud that our 
intelligence agencies and law enforce-
ment individuals were able to identify 
and arrest those who were involved in 
terrorist acts. 

In one case four men in California 
were arrested for sending money to a 
militant group in Somalia. In the other 
case they arrested a co-conspirator of 
Mr. Zazi a few months after Zazi’s plot 
was disrupted. These men committed 
serious crimes. They are now being 
punished with the full weight of the 
justice system. 

What I don’t see, however, is any evi-
dence that the U.S. Government needed 
to operate a giant domestic phone 
records surveillance program in order 
to catch these individuals. I have seen 
no evidence—none—that this dragnet 
phone records program has provided 
any actual unique value for the Amer-
ican people. In every instance in which 
the NSA has searched through these 
bulk phone records, it had enough evi-
dence to get a court order for the infor-
mation it was searching for. 

Getting a few hundred additional 
court orders every year would clearly 
not overwhelm the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Court. The intel-
ligence agencies may argue that col-
lecting Americans’ phone records in 
bulk is more convenient than getting 
individual court orders, but conven-
ience alone does not justify the mas-
sive intrusion on the privacy of ordi-
nary Americans. I believe it is vitally 
important to protect the safety and 
liberty of our people. I don’t see any 
evidence that this program helps pro-
tect either. That ought to be the stand-
ard of any domestic surveillance pro-
gram. If the bulk collection program 
doesn’t protect privacy or security, 
then it ought to end—plain and simple. 

The executive branch simply has not 
shown anything close to an adequate 
justification for this massive dragnet 
surveillance that has compromised the 
civil liberties of millions of Americans. 
I am not sure they ever could, but I am 
confident that I have not seen it as yet. 

Now, let me close by way of saying 
that over the last few weeks we have 
seen extraordinary support for reform. 
Last week over 200 Members of the 
other body voted to end the bulk phone 
records collection program, and a num-
ber of the Members who voted against 

ending it at that time made it clear 
they have serious concerns they want 
to address. So there are going to be 
more votes. Make no mistake about it, 
there are going to be more votes on 
whether to end the bulk collection of 
phone records on law-abiding Ameri-
cans in the 113th Congress. And there 
are going to be efforts to reform how 
the entire U.S. surveillance system 
works. 

One of the most important reforms 
will be to make the significant rulings 
of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Court public, which is a goal I 
have been pursuing for several years. 

Additionally, I believe Congress 
needs to reform the process for arguing 
cases before the court. Right now the 
government lawyers walk in with an 
argument for why the government 
should be allowed to do something, and 
there is no one to argue the other side. 
That is not unusual if the court is con-
sidering a routine warrant request, but 
it is very unusual when a court is doing 
major legal or constitutional analysis. 

I believe Congress needs to create a 
way to advocate for the public—a pub-
lic advocate to argue cases before the 
court, because making this court more 
transparent and more adversarial is a 
way to ensure that Americans can have 
security and liberty. Of course, the rel-
evant provisions of the PATRIOT Act 
itself will be expiring in 2015. I don’t 
think there is any reason for the ad-
ministration to wait for Congress to 
act. 

The executive branch can take action 
right now. They can and should con-
tinue to obtain the records of anyone 
suspected of connections to terror or 
other nefarious activity, and at the 
same time they can restore protections 
for Americans’ Fourth Amendment 
rights. I am very interested in working 
with the administration on these 
issues, but they can move of their own 
volition. 

One way or another, we are going to 
stay at this until, at this unique time 
in our constitutional history, we have 
revised our surveillance laws so we can 
have security and liberty. Colleagues 
are coming to this cause. Senator 
BLUMENTHAL has particularly rec-
ommended a number of constructive 
FISA Court changes over the last few 
months. I hope colleagues will support 
that, and I hope they will see this 
unique time in our history when it is 
critically important that these surveil-
lance laws that I and Senator UDALL 
have talked about tonight can be re-
formed and we do it so as to protect 
the bedrock of American values, both 
security and liberty. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that I and Sen-
ator BLUMENTHAL from Connecticut 
and Senator BALDWIN from Wisconsin 
and, if he is able to join us, Senator 
MURPHY from Connecticut be allowed 
to engage in a colloquy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 

my colleagues and I have come to the 
floor to talk about an issue that is at 
the heart of the discussion of our na-
tional debt and deficit; that is, health 
care spending. 

These days around Washington, there 
is a regular refrain echoing through 
the hallways: In order to fix our def-
icit, we must cut Medicare and Med-
icaid benefits. That is wrong. That idea 
is, according to the former CEO of Kai-
ser Permanente—somebody who knows 
a little something about health care— 
and I will quote him: 

. . . so wrong it’s almost criminal. It’s an 
inept way of thinking about health care. 

I could not agree more. 
It was put this way by Froma Harrop, 

who is a columnist for my hometown 
paper, the Providence Journal. I will 
quote her: ‘‘The dagger pointed at 
America’s economic viability hasn’t 
been the existence of government pro-
grams like Medicare, it’s been the re-
lentless rise in health care costs that 
plagues not only Medicare and Med-
icaid, but everyone who uses health 
care.’’ 

Attacking Medicare and Medicaid ig-
nores the fact that our health care 
spending problem is systemwide and 
not just unique to Federal programs. 
Our colleague Senator ANGUS KING has 
used the colorful metaphor that to go 
after Medicare and Medicaid when the 
problem is our health care system 
would be like attacking Brazil after 
Pearl Harbor—wrong target. It ignores 
the fact that we operate a widely inef-
ficient health care system: 18 percent 
of our GDP compared to only 12 per-
cent for our least efficient inter-
national competitors. 

So how can we continue to stem the 
rise in costs and improve our wildly in-
efficient health care system? 

Thankfully, many of the tools nec-
essary to drive down costs have an in-
teresting collateral benefit. They actu-
ally improve the quality of care for pa-
tients. The Affordable Care Act in-
cluded 45 different provisions dedicated 
to redesigning how health care is deliv-
ered for the benefit of patients and tax-
payers. These reforms support and en-
courage an ongoing delivery system re-
form movement—and there truly is a 
movement out there—driven by dedi-
cated providers, payers, employers, and 
even some States that have worked for 
years to improve the quality and the 
safety and the effectiveness of health 
care. 

We are not discussing hypothetical 
improvements. We are not discussing 
theoretical cost savings. Today I am 
joined on the floor by colleagues who 
have seen how delivery system 
innovators in their States have 
achieved real improvements to quality, 
real improvements in patient out-
comes, and real cost savings. In Con-
gress, we can’t get over yesterday’s 
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quarrels about repealing or defunding 
ObamaCare, but out there in the real 
world health care leaders across the 
country are innovating forward, places 
such as the Cleveland Clinic in Ohio, 
Intermountain Healthcare in Utah, 
Geisinger Health System in Pennsyl-
vania, Gundersen Lutheran in Wis-
consin, Palmetto Health in the Caro-
linas, and in Rhode Island, among 
other places, our own Coastal Medical. 

One Rhode Island practical example: 
When intensive care unit staff follow a 
checklist of basic instructions—wash-
ing their hands with soap, cleaning a 
patient’s skin with antiseptic, placing 
sterile drapes over the patient and so 
forth—rates of infection plummet, and 
the costs of treating those infections 
disappear—no infection, no cost. 

These reforms have the triple benefit 
of protecting Medicare and Medicaid, 
improving patient outcomes, and dial-
ing back health care spending for all 
Americans. How big is it? The Presi-
dent’s Council of Economic Advisers 
has estimated that we could save ap-
proximately $700 billion—that is billion 
with a ‘‘b’’—$700 billion every year— 
every year—in our health care system 
without compromising health out-
comes. The Institute of Medicine took 
a look at the same question. They put 
the savings number at $750 billion. 

Other groups are even more opti-
mistic. The New England Health Care 
Institute has reported that $850 billion 
could be saved annually. The Lewin 
Group and former Bush Treasury Sec-
retary Paul O’Neill—who as the CEO of 
Alcoa is deeply involved in the reform 
efforts in Pennsylvania that have been 
very successful and knows a fair 
amount about this—they estimate an 
annual savings of a staggering $1 tril-
lion. 

Whatever the exact number is, what 
is clear is there is huge potential for 
savings in our health care system while 
improving or maintaining the quality 
of care. Since the Federal Government 
does 40 percent of America’s health 
care spending, when we get that right, 
taxpayers as well as patients become 
big winners from these reforms. 

I will close with two points: First, 
many of us are asking the Obama ad-
ministration to set a hard cost savings 
target for these delivery system reform 
efforts. It may be $750 billion. Pick a 
number that will be a target to be ac-
tually achieved. A target—a measur-
able goal—will focus and guide and 
spur the administration’s reform ef-
forts in a manner that vague inten-
tions to ‘‘bend the health care cost 
curve’’ simply cannot. 

Second, we need to put the full force 
of American innovation and ingenuity 
into achieving that serious cost sav-
ings target for our Nation’s health care 
system. It is hard to do that without 
that target to strive toward. 

This is an issue where our Republican 
colleagues should be able to join us to 
accelerate these reforms in our health 
care delivery system and to move for-
ward beyond tired-out calls to repeal 

ObamaCare so we can deal with the on-
going reality of health care reform. 

Let’s give American families the 
health care system they deserve. In-
stead of waste and inefficiency, poor 
outcomes and missed opportunities, 
let’s give them a health care system 
that is the envy of the world. 

I yield for my colleague, Senator 
BALDWIN. 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague for convening us 
and for giving us an opportunity to dis-
cuss the important topic of delivery 
system reform and to highlight some of 
the innovations that are occurring in 
our own States. 

I heard Senator WHITEHOUSE talking 
about moving forward. It is actually 
the motto of the State of Wisconsin. 
One simple word: ‘‘Forward.’’ Through-
out our State’s history, that motto has 
well represented our leadership in ex-
tending high-quality and affordable 
health care. 

Our health care providers and payers 
have pioneered forward-looking re-
forms that improve the quality of care 
and lower costs for families and for 
businesses. We are home to world-class, 
highly integrated health care systems. 
We make quality and outcomes data 
widely accessible to providers so they 
can measure their success against their 
peers. We stand at the forefront of 
using and advancing health care infor-
mation technology. All of this affords 
some of the highest quality care in the 
country at a competitive cost. 

Congress has a lot to learn from Wis-
consin’s health care delivery systems. 
A recent Institute of Medicine report 
reinforced what we have known for a 
long time: that geographic variation in 
health care spending and utilization is 
real and that variations in health care 
spending are not consistently related 
to health care quality. For every State 
such as Wisconsin with higher quality 
outcomes and lower costs, there are 
five other States faring worse. Even 
within States, the regional variation in 
health care spending and quality is 
troublesome. 

Unfortunately, instead of advancing 
and fostering forward-thinking innova-
tions such as those working in Wis-
consin, far too many of my fellow law-
makers are looking backward when it 
comes to health care. In the House of 
Representatives, the Republican lead-
ership has scheduled votes to repeal or 
defund the Affordable Care Act almost 
40 times. Some State governments—in-
cluding, unfortunately, my own—have 
refused to move forward with Amer-
ica’s new health care law and are un-
dermining its effectiveness at every 
chance possible. Now some of my col-
leagues in the Senate are threatening 
to shut down the government if invest-
ments in our health care system are 
not stripped out of our budget entirely. 

Families and businesses in Wisconsin 
and across the country are tired of 
these political games. For as long as 
some of my colleagues and some of the 
Governors across this country remain 

glued to the past, waging political 
fights based on pure ideology, we lose 
golden opportunities to move health 
care reforms in our country forward. 
We should all be focused on building a 
smarter and more affordable health 
care system, not trying to tear down 
the law of the land. 

That is why I am so proud to stand 
on the floor with my colleagues to-
night, committed to moving our Na-
tion’s health care system forward. By 
building on the best reforms to our 
health care delivery system that are 
embedded within the Affordable Care 
Act and making new improvements to 
how we deliver care in our country, we 
will lower health care costs, improve 
quality and strengthen our economic 
security and reduce the deficit. Better 
yet, we will have more States with 
health care systems such as Wiscon-
sin’s, and Wisconsin’s system will be 
improved as well. 

The possibilities are exciting. I think 
one of the things Senator WHITEHOUSE 
just mentioned bears repeating: There 
is widespread agreement that signifi-
cant savings can be achieved in our 
health care system without compro-
mising the quality of care. The figures 
he cited bear repeating: The Lewin 
Group and the former Treasury Sec-
retary Paul O’Neill have estimated 
that we could save $1 trillion per year 
without affecting health care outcomes 
by enacting smart, targeted health 
care delivery reforms. The New Eng-
land Health Care Institute pegged that 
number at $850 billion annually, the In-
stitute of Medicine estimated this 
number to be $750 billion, and the 
President’s Council of Economic Advis-
ers foresees savings at $700 billion a 
year. No matter the exact figure, these 
are impressive savings that would 
strengthen our entire Nation. 

The Affordable Care Act has sparked 
this hard work of transforming health 
care delivery. The law provides health 
care practitioners with incentives to 
better integrate care, increase quality, 
and lower costs. These efforts are pro-
ducing impressive results in Wisconsin. 
For example, the Pioneer Accountable 
Care Organization Program has offered 
financial incentives to meet quality 
and Medicare savings benchmarks. 
Bellin-ThedaCare Healthcare Partners 
in northeast Wisconsin has excelled 
with this program. In its first year of 
participation, Bellin-ThedaCare earned 
$5.3 million in shared savings and low-
ered costs for its 20,000 Medicare pa-
tients by an average of 4.6 percent. 
While not every pioneer ACO has been 
as successful, the CMS Office of the Ac-
tuary believes this program could save 
Medicare up to $1.1 billion over 5 years 
by simply better coordinating care. 

Wisconsin boasts six additional 
health care providers participating in 
the law’s traditional Accountable Care 
Organization Program which the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices estimates could save up to $940 
million over 4 years. Wisconsin health 
care providers are also taking part in 
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the Affordable Care Act’s Partnership 
for Patients to improve health care 
quality. This public-private partner-
ship engages hospitals, businesses, and 
consumer groups with the goal of pre-
venting injuries and complications in 
patient care—including hospital-ac-
quired conditions. The administration 
estimates that reducing medical errors 
and preventing conditions will save up 
to $35 billion in health care costs. 

Another public-private partnership— 
the Affordable Care Act’s Million 
Hearts Initiative—is preventing heart 
attack and stroke. Cardiovascular dis-
ease costs this country $440 billion per 
year in medical costs and lost produc-
tivity. The initiative seeks to deliver 
better preventive care to stop 1 million 
strokes and heart attacks by the year 
2017—in part by utilizing innovative 
technology. Wisconsin’s own 
Marshfield Clinic designed a winning 
mobile application for the initiative. 
The app will encourage patients to get 
their blood pressure and cholesterol 
checked and to work with their health 
care providers to improve their heart 
health. 

Finally, the Affordable Care Act has 
empowered the CMS Innovation Center 
to develop new ideas to improve health 
care quality and lower costs for people 
enrolled in Medicare, Medicaid, and the 
Children’s Health Insurance Program. 
A number of the center’s projects are 
currently underway in Wisconsin. For 
example, the Children’s Hospital of 
Wisconsin, Aurora HealthCare, and the 
Wheaton Franciscan Healthcare sys-
tem have created a model to decrease 
emergency room visits for children. 
The estimated 3-year savings of that 
project is almost $3 million. In addi-
tion, the Pharmacy Society of Wis-
consin is utilizing a provision in the 
Affordable Care Act to better integrate 
pharmacists into clinical care teams. 
That initiative is set to save over $20 
million in 3 years. 

This represents a small sampling of 
the delivery innovations being pro-
moted through the Affordable Care Act 
that are saving us money right now. 
These parts of the law are empowering 
Wisconsin health care providers to pro-
vide higher quality care at reduced 
costs. Public officials who advocate for 
repealing the Affordable Care Act 
would end these impressive initiatives 
as well. Instead, we must build on 
these delivery reforms, as so much 
more can be done. 

To name two priorities, Wisconsin 
cardiologists have developed an inno-
vative integrated network called 
SMARTCare to deliver better more ef-
ficient care for a vulnerable patient 
population. The Department of Health 
and Human Services should encourage 
this coordinated care model by invest-
ing in it and measuring its results. 

We should improve the law to in-
crease access to Medicare claims data. 
The Wisconsin Health Information Or-
ganization currently holds over 65 per-
cent of health insurance claims data in 
the State—from private insurers and 

from Medicaid. The organization shares 
that data with health care providers so 
doctors can compare their perform-
ance—in terms of quality and cost— 
against their peers. This data-sharing 
promotes competition and it lowers 
cost. But due to current law, the orga-
nization cannot access Medicare data. 
If we open Medicare claims data, we 
will further improve quality and we 
will lower costs. 

Lawmakers have a clear choice: Go 
backward and try for the 40th time to 
repeal the Affordable Care Act or put 
progress in our country ahead of poli-
tics. We welcome our colleagues to join 
us in moving our country and our 
health care delivery system forward. 

I now yield for Senator MURPHY. 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I thank 

very much Senator BALDWIN and thank 
the State of Wisconsin for, in a lot of 
ways, leading the way and showing us 
what is possible when it comes to deliv-
ery system reform. 

It is pretty amazing some of those 
statistics Senator BALDWIN used when 
she talked about how much waste there 
is in the system today. The estimates 
are from the Council of Economic Ad-
visers, $700 billion; from the New Eng-
land Healthcare Institute, $850 billion. 
To put that in context, even if the me-
dian of the two is right—somewhere in 
the high $700 billion range—that is $100 
billion more than we spend every year 
on the military. That is enough money 
to provide coverage for 150 million 
more Americans. That is enough to pay 
the salaries of every single first re-
sponder personnel in the country, in-
cluding firefighters, police officers, and 
EMTs for over a decade. 

It is an enormous amount of money 
that we are wasting today because we 
have a reimbursement system, as Sen-
ator WHITEHOUSE said as well, that es-
sentially rewards providers and hos-
pitals and health care systems for pro-
viding volume rather than providing 
quality. 

We understand there is not a single 
health care provider in the country 
that does not get into this if not for 
their desire to provide quality health 
care. There is no malevolent motive in-
volved here. But, ultimately, when you 
have to keep your doors open—as a 
medical practice, as a hospital, as a 
nursing home—and you get paid more 
the more medicine you practice and 
the more treatments you order and the 
more tests you have your patients un-
dergo, then you are going to follow the 
money. It is time we reorient our reim-
bursement model under Medicare and 
Medicaid, and in partnership with our 
private insurers, so we are reimbursing 
based on the quality of medicine and 
the quality of the outcomes you pro-
vide rather than on how much stuff you 
order or prescribe. 

Let me talk about three examples of 
how we have succeeded already when it 
comes to changing the model of reim-
bursement. 

First, the issue of readmission rates. 
When you go into a hospital for a sur-

gery, that hospital is going to get a set 
fee for the surgery and for the amount 
of time you spend in the hospital after-
wards. It is called a bundle payment. 
Bundle payments are good because 
what it does is it encourages you to es-
sentially use your resources wisely be-
cause you are not going to get paid 
more if you keep the person in the hos-
pital for 10 days than if you keep the 
person in the hospital for 5 days. 

But here is the problem when it 
comes to the care people were getting 
after a particular surgery. Because the 
hospital got a set payment for that pe-
riod of time, they had an incentive to 
push the person out of the hospital as 
quickly as possible. That was an incen-
tive not only because the payment 
itself did not get bigger the more 
amount of time you were in the hos-
pital, but it also was incented that way 
because if the person went home too 
early and then they came back again 
to the hospital, the hospital got a sec-
ond bundle payment when they came 
back. And if they came back a third 
time and a fourth time, they got an-
other payment. 

So what was happening is there was 
an incentive to send people home be-
fore they were ready because not only 
would that save you money on the first 
bundled payment, but it actually made 
the hospital or the health system 
money in the long run because the per-
son came back a second or a third or a 
fourth time. 

I do not think there was a single hos-
pital in the Nation that was delib-
erately misaligning their care so they 
would have people coming back to the 
hospital a second or a third or a fourth 
time. I am not suggesting people were 
trying to game the system in that way. 
But what certainly was happening was 
that without an incentive that pulls 
you the other way—get the care right 
the first time—there was, unfortu-
nately, insufficient care being pro-
vided. 

So the health care bill says: Listen, 
we will pay you for maybe the first re-
admission, maybe for really com-
plicated procedures we will pay you for 
a second readmission, but at some 
point there has to be an end to this 
model. At some point it has to be up to 
you as the hospital or as the health 
care provider to get the care right the 
first or the second time so we are not 
on the hook for readmissions occurring 
times three or times four. That is a 
pretty simple change, but it can save 
hundreds of millions of dollars. 

The second example is accountable 
care organizations. We set up a bunch 
of Pioneer accountable care organiza-
tions. These are bigger systems of care, 
where you have primary care doctors 
networked with specialty care pro-
viders, working under one umbrella to 
coordinate the care of the sickest pa-
tients. There are different numbers, 
but they all tell the same thing, which 
is that the sickest 5 or 10 percent of pa-
tients in the country are taking up 
about 50 percent of annual medical ex-
penditures. So if you do a better job of 
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coordinating the care of that small per-
centage of the medical population, you 
are going to save a lot of money. 

Accountable care organizations can 
do that. Instead of having siloed care, 
where a co-morbid patient goes to a 
primary care doctor over here, then a 
specialist here, then a specialist there, 
if they are all under one roof and they 
are talking to each other, then you can 
save a lot of money just by coordina-
tion. That is the theory. So the health 
care reform act put that theory into 
practice. It set up a pilot program by 
which Pioneer accountable care organi-
zations—essentially, a beginning set of 
accountable care organizations—would 
be set up under a model through which 
Medicare would say: If you save money, 
we are going to deliver back to you 
some of those savings so that, in fact, 
there is not a disincentive to practice 
less medicine because if you practice 
less medicine, Medicare will take some 
of the savings and it will share with 
you some of the savings. 

Well, we have only had a year or so of 
returns from this model, but the re-
sults are pretty stunning. The average 
increase in costs per beneficiary has 
been—in the Pioneer ACOs—less than 
50 percent of that for non-Pioneer ACO 
models. That is a pretty significant 
savings. 

In addition, go back to this question 
of readmissions. In 25 of the 32 Pioneer 
ACOs, there was a lower risk-adjusted 
readmission rate than in non-Pioneer 
ACOs. Coordinated care where you are 
reimbursing an organization as opposed 
to just the individual physicians actu-
ally saves you a lot of money. 

Then third, the issue of outliers. 
What you find when you look at the 
data—and it may be that Senator 
WHITEHOUSE talked about this—is that 
sometimes 60, 70, 80 percent of the sys-
tem is practicing good medicine at the 
right cost, and it is really only a small 
handful of providers that are way out-
side of the median and all you have to 
do, when it comes to some subsets of 
reimbursement, is bring those outliers 
back into the median. 

Home care was a great example. In 
the Accountable Care Act, we said that 
for home care providers that had utili-
zation rates that were far outside the 
median, we were going to stop reim-
bursing for those episodes that were far 
outside the median. CBO was not sure 
how to score it because they did not 
really know that was going to change 
people’s practice. But it did. And it is 
estimated that single change, in con-
trolling for the handful of outliers 
when it comes to high utilization rates 
in the home care line item, is going to 
get us almost $1 billion in savings over 
a 10-year period of time. 

When you look at home care, actu-
ally it is only a handful of areas in 
which you have these outpaced utiliza-
tion rates compared to the rest of the 
country. It is places in Texas, it is 
places in certain counties in Florida. 
Most of the country is right where you 
should be. So part of reforming our de-

livery system is also taking care of 
these outliers. 

We have seen savings, whether it be 
in controlling readmission rates, set-
ting up accountable care organizations, 
or taking on outliers within our home 
care system. 

Now it is time to do more because, 
before I turn it over to my good friend 
Senator BLUMENTHAL, here is where the 
rubber hits the road. 

In about 10 years, Medicare starts 
taking in less money than it sends out. 
It does not go bankrupt all of a sudden, 
but it starts to become fiscally insol-
vent. There are only a handful of ways 
to stop that reality from happening. 
You can either ask beneficiaries to pay 
more out of pocket; you can cut their 
benefits, give them less; you can ask 
people to pay more into the system 
while they are working or you can 
make the system more efficient. 

It may be that we have to do a mix of 
those. But clearly the first three are 
not that palatable: reducing benefits, 
increasing copays, or increasing taxes. 
This is not a partisan issue. Both sides 
agree that in 10 years we have an ac-
counting problem in Medicare. Both 
sides agree that we have to make 
changes today in order to stop that cri-
sis from occurring. 

It strikes me that if the most con-
servative Republican and the most lib-
eral Democratic sat down at a table 
and looked at those four options—in-
creased copays, reduced benefits, in-
creased taxes, or increased effi-
ciencies—we would all agree. The con-
servative Republican and the liberal 
Democrat would agree, along with 
probably every other Member of this 
body, that is the first place you should 
go is to reduce inefficiencies. That is 
what the delivery system provides. So 
we have set up a working group here in 
the Senate which is beginning its work 
this week, that Senator BALDWIN, Sen-
ator WHITEHOUSE, Senator 
BLUMENTHAL, I, and others will be 
building over the course of the late 
summer and fall. We hope it will draw 
interest from both sides of the aisle so 
we can start to put some meat on the 
bones when it comes to the changes in 
our delivery system that can be made 
to increase efficiencies so as to fore-
stall the need to balance the Medicare 
books on the backs of taxpayers, work-
ers, or beneficiaries. 

With that, let me yield the floor to 
my great friend from Connecticut, 
someone who both as a Senator and our 
State’s attorney general has been 
fighting for health care consumers for 
a long time, Senator BLUMENTHAL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
want to thank my colleague, CHRIS 
MURPHY. Senator MURPHY has been a 
long-time champion on this issue. My 
colleagues may wonder why two Sen-
ators from Connecticut, both of our 
Senators, are here on the floor and part 
of this working group seeking to lead 
on this critically important issue of 
health care delivery. 

The answer is we come from a State 
where it is working. We have seen the 
future in Connecticut’s health care de-
livery system. It is still a work in 
progress, a lot of work still to be done, 
but Connecticut hospitals and pro-
viders and insurers and patients know 
it has to be our future, that cutting 
cost is essential to preserving and en-
hancing quality. Let me emphasize how 
important that basic principle is, be-
cause a lot of our colleagues believe 
there is a choice here between cutting 
costs and quality, that quality cannot 
be enhanced if we cut costs. 

In fact, the opposite is true. Cutting 
the cost of health care is key to en-
hancing and improving quality. It is 
the way we will reduce premature dis-
charges from hospitals, that we will di-
minish the number of discharges from 
hospitals without proper rehabilitation 
plans, and cut the number of hospital- 
acquired infections. It is not only pos-
sible to do but it is essential. It is a 
way we avoid the false choice—and it is 
a false choice—between preserving 
Medicare on the one hand and avoiding 
increasing copays, decreasing benefits, 
or increasing taxes, as my colleague 
from Connecticut has said. 

I reject every one of those options as 
necessary to preserving Medicare. In-
creasing copays, decreasing benefits, or 
increasing taxes is not the way. In fact, 
increasing efficiencies and avoiding un-
necessary wasteful and indeed harmful 
costs are necessary to preserve Medi-
care. 

My mother taught me a number of 
things. She said, No. 1, if you don’t 
have something nice to say about 
someone, don’t say anything. So I am 
not here to say not-so-nice things 
about the folks who say we ought to 
cut Medicare benefits. But I would op-
pose those kinds of cuts as unnecessary 
and harmful. 

She also said an ounce of prevention 
is worth a pound of cure. In fact, that 
basic truth is what will help save our 
health care system. Prevention of 
costs, prevention of illness, prevention 
of obesity and smoking, and other 
kinds of diseases and conditions that 
lead to increased health care costs are 
essential to this effort. 

My mother said also listen to your 
younger brother. My brother, Dr. David 
Blumenthal, has been a pioneer and an 
expert in this area. As much as it pains 
me to acknowledge that my younger 
brother knows a lot more about this 
subject than I do, in fact, he has been 
able to enlighten me and many of our 
colleagues here on this point. I men-
tion him and the others who are ex-
perts and pioneers in this effort. He is 
one of many who have advised and pro-
vided that kind of enlightenment. 

Because there is no more kind of 
guesswork as to whether advances can 
be made in this area by cutting costs 
and raising quality. It has been docu-
mented. There are projections. It can 
be costed out. It can be scored, in my 
view. It can be the basis for action by 
my colleagues here in seeking to cut 
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costs that are skyrocketing out of con-
trol. 

I have seen these reforms at work 
throughout the State of Connecticut. 
This issue is of national importance, 
but it hits hospitals and providers in 
every one of our States. I have seen it 
and listened to folks who work at 
places such as St. Vincent’s and 
Bridgeport Hospital, in Bridgeport; St. 
Mary’s Hospital in Waterbury; Yale- 
New Haven and Greenwich Hospital, 
Middlesex Hospital. All around the 
State of Connecticut, I have seen the 
checklists at work, the protocols for 
hand washing, the increased attention 
to quality care that has helped reduce 
costs. They have helped improve pa-
tient care while reducing cost. They re-
ject this false choice between quality 
and cost cutting. Both are possible. 
Both are essential. 

We hear so much rhetoric about the 
Affordable Care Act in Washington. 
But in Connecticut, we see tangible ex-
amples of how it is working and mak-
ing a difference. The implementation 
of the Affordable Care Act is a historic 
opportunity for continuing this work 
and expanding it nationwide. We need 
to continue our dedication to health 
care reform. 

My colleagues and I have come to the 
floor today to call for smart reform 
that helps patients and avoids harm to 
them, and does not discourage pro-
viders from being a part of a Federal 
health care program. In fact, we need 
to identify areas of reforms within the 
health care system that we can address 
that will strengthen health care in this 
country and address the serious con-
cerns about the skyrocketing costs of 
health care. 

We have seen a slowdown in the 
growth of national health care expendi-
tures over the past year. But slow 
growth certainly does not mean a de-
crease in overall expenditures. Smart 
policy decisions require that we ad-
dress the ongoing problem of health 
care spending in this country, and turn 
a corner for the good by reducing the 
current costs. 

I am concerned that there are short-
sighted strategies, such as taking 
money from the Prevention and Public 
Health Care Fund established under 
the ACA, which has been a tactic un-
fortunately used by both parties in fi-
nancing programs. That tactic will un-
dermine our long-term efforts at reduc-
ing health care spending. The Preven-
tion and Public Health Fund is used in 
Connecticut for programs such as men-
tal health services and substance abuse 
prevention, as well as public health re-
search and surveillance. 

These measures will ultimately re-
sult in lower health care spending 
through prevention and preventive 
health care. But we need to stay com-
mitted and stay the course. What we 
need to do now is to continue to work 
toward developing a sustainable health 
care system, through structural re-
forms such as the accountable care or-
ganizations, health maintenance orga-

nizations, patient-centered medical 
homes that have provided advances in 
this area, and have created provider or-
ganizations that lead to greater pro-
vider acceptance of responsibility for 
health care outcomes in their patients. 

Measuring the success of those orga-
nizations requires taking a closer look 
at whether the savings and outcome 
improvements actually materialize. We 
have to be hard-headed and clear-eyed 
about whether they are working. The 
metrics must be applied. We need to 
measure success. Measurements are 
possible; as I said at the outset, no 
longer a matter of guesswork. There 
are scientific-based measurements. 

The success of these organizations 
will have more to do with how they are 
run than with how they are structured. 
As sophisticated as many of our health 
systems are, the development of proc-
ess goals has only recently become a 
consideration. The Association of 
American Medical Colleges rec-
ommends, for example, the use of sur-
gery checklists through their best 
practices program. 

Peer-reviewed studies have shown 
that the use of comprehensive check-
lists is associated with reductions in 
complications and mortality during 
surgery. But they are most successful 
when health care organizations sub-
scribe to a culture of safety. That cul-
ture of safety and prevention is essen-
tial. 

Some hospitals in Connecticut have 
been rewarded through the Medicare 
Program for their commitment to im-
proving quality through the use of 
process measures: Bridgeport Hospital, 
St. Mary’s Hospital in Waterbury, Mid-
dlesex Hospital have all seen increases 
in reimbursement rates through the 
Value Based Purchasing Program. 

Again, the Federal Government can 
provide incentives and encourage and 
support this effort. Manchester Memo-
rial Hospital, Hartford Hospital, and 
Rockville General Hospital all have 
avoided Medicare penalties by lowering 
their readmission rates. While payment 
differences for these programs rep-
resent a small portion of the overall 
Medicare payment, hospitals should 
continue to be rewarded for addressing 
these issues. 

I want to conclude by drawing atten-
tion to some of the innovative work 
being done in my State of Connecticut 
around delivery reform and data collec-
tion. I have mentioned the importance 
of measurements and metrics. Much of 
the work is supported by grants that 
were made available through the Af-
fordable Care Act. But it has been the 
State itself that has decided how ex-
actly to use these funds. While Con-
necticut has established a working 
group around innovative reforms which 
continues to work on specific proposals 
and recommendations for reforming 
the health care system, one of the 
areas of focus has been to ensure inte-
grated clinical data exchange between 
health care providers. 

Connecticut has invested in inter-
operable health information tech-

nology systems and developing an all 
payers claims data base to create com-
parable, transparent information that 
can be better used to understand utili-
zation patterns and enhance care ac-
cess. 

One of the most basic aspects of re-
forming any system should be a clear 
understanding of where the biggest 
problems lie, and yet we still lack the 
data necessary in many systems to 
truly understand where the unneces-
sary spending is taking place. It is like 
a diagnosis of any kind of medical con-
dition. Facts are essential. Data is key, 
and I believe an investment in informa-
tion technology and data collection ac-
tivities will help inform payers and 
consumers about where our health care 
dollars are being spent, where they are 
being spent most effectively, and where 
we can reduce spending that will ulti-
mately enhance health care outcomes. 

Connecticut is taking a considered 
and insightful approach to obtaining 
and utilizing data while considering 
the needs of consumers and looking to-
ward developing stronger programs for 
telemedicine and provider coordina-
tion. Technology is advancing. Data 
collection can help implement tech-
nology where it does the most good. 

We need tangible goals for long-term 
reform, and that is part of the work 
that we have described and we are un-
dertaking as part of our task force. 

I know my colleagues this evening all 
agree with me that we need to continue 
this work and take advantage of ad-
vancing technology, the metrics that 
are now being sampled, of good prac-
tices, leadership of providers, the med-
ical community, and good ideas wher-
ever they are and whoever is willing to 
offer them. 

I wish to thank my colleagues for 
joining in this effort, and I look for-
ward to returning on this subject. 

f 

HOUSING ASSISTANCE 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
wish to express my strong support for 
the Transportation-HUD appropria-
tions bill and take a moment to ex-
plain an amendment that I have filed 
to this bill that ensures that men and 
women who have bravely served our 
country cannot be discriminated 
against in the housing assistance these 
appropriations provide. 

I wish to thank Senator MURRAY and 
Senator COLLINS for their leadership, 
as well as other colleagues. 

One of the problems I have heard de-
scribed to me by veterans relates to 
discrimination when they return home 
after serving our country abroad and 
they become a civilian. One of the first 
things they often try to do is find a 
new home, often in a location far from 
their original home where they may 
not be known, where they enlisted but 
now have left. It may also be far from 
the military installation where they 
used to call home. 

Fortunately, almost all Americans 
across our country rightly welcome our 
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heroes home, and they welcome them 
with open arms. Unfortunately, I have 
seen reports, and I have heard descrip-
tions of instances where landlords 
would not rent to veterans simply be-
cause they served our country in uni-
form, and I find this practice abso-
lutely unconscionable. 

I wish to tell you about the case of 
SGT Joel Morgan, a combat veteran 
who bravely served our country in Iraq. 
Sergeant Morgan, upon leaving the 
military, wished to rent an apartment 
in Boston. He found one that he liked. 

Unfortunately, after hearing about 
Sergeant Morgan’s service to our coun-
try, the landlord said she wouldn’t feel 
comfortable renting the apartment to 
Sergeant Morgan because she opposed 
the war in which he fought. 

According to Sergeant Morgan, the 
landlord said: 

I would suggest you do the right thing and 
look for a place less politically active or con-
troversial. 

The place where he wanted to live 
was Boston. This kind of treatment is 
simply unacceptable to our veterans 
who have sacrificed so much. 

It is a matter of common knowledge 
that veterans of these recent wars have 
high unemployment rates, higher than 
we should accept, higher than is con-
scionable for this country to accept. 
Among younger veterans, that unem-
ployment rate is intolerably high, and 
many landlords may believe that an 
unemployed veteran simply isn’t a 
good prospect for paying the rent. 

My amendment would prohibit any 
funding in this bill from going to peo-
ple or organizations that discriminate 
against veterans in housing. It would 
allow anyone who sees a discrimina-
tory practice to report it to the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment and directly to that agency’s 
inspector general. It also allows HUD 
to continue its existing programs to 
support veterans and servicemembers. 

This amendment will ensure that 
those who fight for our freedoms will 
not have to find or fight for a place to 
call home. Discrimination against any-
one, including men and women who 
have valiantly served, has no place in 
our Nation. 

I look forward to working with the 
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, which has done so much to 
protect Americans from discriminatory 
housing practices, on ways we can en-
sure that servicemembers and veterans 
are not the victims of discrimination. 
As we work for a permanent solution 
on so many of these difficult prob-
lems—providing veterans with coun-
seling, health care, jobs counseling, 
training, and education that they need 
and keeping faith with them so that we 
leave no veteran behind—we should 
make sure we leave no veteran out of 
housing because of discrimination. 

One of the solutions will be amending 
the Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to 
ensure that housing protections are ex-
tended to all who have served in uni-
form. I believe this amendment is an 

important step forward. Simply put, it 
will protect all who have protected our 
country. Protecting them is a matter 
of keeping faith and making sure that 
we leave no veteran behind. 

I know the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee is hard at work on many of 
these issues. I am proud to serve on 
that committee and thank Chairman 
SANDERS for his profoundly important 
leadership on this issue, along with 
Ranking Member BURR. 

I look forward to extending and ex-
panding these protections for our brav-
est and finest men and women who 
have helped to protect our Nation. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

FEDERAL FUNDING PROHIBITIONS 
OBJECTION 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, con-
sistent with Senate standing orders 
and my policy of publishing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD a statement when-
ever I place a hold on legislation, I am 
announcing my intention to object to 
any unanimous consent request to pass 
S. 101 Federal funding prohibitions un-
less it clarifies that it will not prohibit 
payments under the Secure Rural 
Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act. 

This legislation, as currently drafted, 
has the potential to impede critical 
payments to over 700 rural and forested 
counties all across the United States. 
Those payments are paid to counties 
with Federal forest lands under the Se-
cure Rural Schools and Community 
Self-Determination Act, and they are 
part of the Federal Government’s guar-
antee to share funding from the Fed-
eral forests with the counties in which 
those forests are located. Declining re-
ceipts spurred the creation of this pro-
gram to compensate for the loss of re-
ceipts from Federal forests. Many 
counties depend on this funding to pay 
for schools, roads, and other important 
county services—including funding 
search and rescue operations on Fed-
eral lands. Particularly in tough eco-
nomic times, these payments have been 
a lifeline to many counties. It is not an 
exaggeration to say that some of these 
counties might face bankruptcy with-
out these payments. Because of the im-
portance of these payments to many 
county budgets and the fact that many 
of them might be in a very vulnerable 
financial situation without those pay-
ments—including several counties in 
my home State of Oregon—this legisla-
tion might very well impact them and 
prohibit these critical payments. I sim-
ply cannot let that happen. This pro-
gram has consistently received bipar-
tisan support, and it should not be ar-
bitrarily be limited by S. 101. 

Therefore, I must object to this legis-
lation moving forward until it is ex-
plicitly clarified that it will not block 
any of these critical payments. Until 
that occurs, I will object to a unani-
mous consent request to pass the legis-
lation. 

TRIBUTE TO ERNEST CARY BRACE 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, today I 

honor a man whose bravery and sac-
rifice for this country have had no 
bounds; a fellow prisoner of war who I 
am proud to call my friend. This great 
American hero is Ernest C. Brace, and 
he was just authorized to be awarded 
the Purple Heart and Prisoner of War 
Medal. 

Mr. Brace was the longest held civil-
ian prisoner of war in Vietnam, held 
captive for nearly 8 years. He was cap-
tured while serving as a civilian pilot 
for USAID and assisting Lao Special 
Forces United, who were organizing the 
civic action teams for hospitals and 
supply bases. He was captured by com-
munist forces in Laos in 1965 and held 
prisoner in the jungle under some of 
the most horrific conditions imag-
inable for 3 years until he was moved 
to a prison camp in North Vietnam. It 
was there that Ernie and I shared 
neighboring cells for over a year. 
Amidst the pain and cruelty of our 
time together, I also vividly remember 
our conversations, Sunday night story-
telling sessions, and how we kept each 
other’s spirits up during those dark 
days when our hope never wavered. 

After his release, Mr. Brace married 
a nurse, Nancy, that he met at Naval 
Medical Center in San Diego, moved to 
Klamath Falls, OR, and resumed his 
career as professional aviator. Pre-
ceding the Purple Heart and Prisoner 
of War Medal, Mr. Brace earned the 
Distinguished Flying Cross, the Air 
Medal, with 3 stars, Navy Unit Com-
mendation, a Distinguished Public 
Service Medal, a National Defense 
Service Medal, a Korean Service Medal, 
with 2 stars, a United Nations Korea 
Medal, and the Korean Presidential 
Unit Citation. 

I ask you all to join me in congratu-
lating this incredibly brave man and 
American patriot, my friend Ernie 
Brace, on this long overdue recogni-
tion. 

f 

CONSENT TO DISCHARGE AND 
REFERRAL 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, 
last week the leadership sought unani-
mous consent to discharge S. 1294, a 
bill to designate as wilderness certain 
public land in the Cherokee National 
Forest in the State of Tennessee, from 
the Senate Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee and to rerefer the 
bill to the Agriculture Committee. I 
am consenting to this discharge and re-
referral because the wilderness in this 
bill would be created out of public 
lands in the Cherokee National Forest, 
a national forest created from lands ac-
quired under the Weeks Act. The Agri-
culture Committee has primary juris-
diction for acquired lands forests. How-
ever, I am not conceding the Senate 
Energy and Natural Resources Com-
mittee jurisdiction over national for-
ests created from the public domain or 
its jurisdiction over our Nation’s wil-
derness system. 
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VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, due to a 
family commitment, I was unable to 
cast a vote on Monday evening regard-
ing the nomination of James Comey to 
be the next director of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigations, FBI. I would 
have voted yes because all Presidents 
are entitled to nominate whomever 
they want to key positions, and I be-
lieve Mr. Comey is well qualified to 
lead this important agency and the 
brave men and women who dedicate 
their lives to protecting our people and 
enforcing our laws domestically. In 
this new position, Mr. Comey should 
expect Congress to maintain its strong 
oversight role in ensuring that the FBI 
effectively executes its mission to keep 
Americans safe, while protecting the 
rule of law and our constitutional 
rights. 

f 

FRYEBURG, MAINE 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President. I rise 
today to commemorate the 250th anni-
versary of the Town of Fryeburg, ME, 
the first town established in the beau-
tiful White Mountains of Maine and 
New Hampshire. The same spirit of de-
termination and resiliency that carved 
a community out of the wilderness two 
and a half centuries ago still guides 
Fryeburg today. 

In 1763, the Seven Years’ War be-
tween France and Great Britain for 
control of North America ended with a 
resounding British victory. In recogni-
tion of his courageous service, GEN Jo-
seph Frye, an American-born militia 
commander, was rewarded with a 
homestead grant in the White Moun-
tains region. He chose the place where 
the great Saco River tumbles from the 
mountains on its journey to the sea, a 
place of vast forests and fertile farm-
land. That first settlement of seven 
lots soon grew into a thriving town, in-
corporated in 1777 and named in Gen-
eral Frye’s honor. 

That first settlement was built on 
the foundation laid a half century be-
fore by another early American hero, 
CPT John Lovewell. His valiant deeds 
to secure the colonies’ northern fron-
tier—including the legendary Battle of 
the Pond in 1725—were celebrated by 
such authors as Longfellow, Haw-
thorne, and Thoreau. From those long 
ago days to the present, the Veterans 
Honor Roll in Bradley Park memorial-
izes the more than 1,200 patriots from 
Fryeburg who have served our Nation 
in times of peril. 

As the town of Fryeburg became a 
bustling center of industry with lum-
ber and grain mills, the townspeople 
invested their prosperity in education 
and in 1792 established Fryeburg Acad-
emy, one of America’s oldest pre-
paratory schools. Among the acad-
emy’s first teachers was Daniel Web-
ster, before he began his remarkable 
career as a statesman in the U.S. Sen-
ate and as America’s Secretary of 
State. Fryeburg’s connection to the 

world of ideas was strengthened in 1997 
when the International Musical Arts 
Institute was established, bringing 
world-class musicians and conserv-
atory students together every summer 
for concerts that enrich the commu-
nity. 

The coming of the railroads in the 
mid-19th century made Fryeburg, with 
its spectacular scenery, mountain 
breezes, and pristine waters, a favorite 
destination for city dwellers escaping 
the summer heat. Among those who 
found their way to Fryeburg during 
that era was the legendary Arctic ex-
plorer Robert Peary, who sharpened his 
navigation skills while surveying the 
town as a young civil engineer. Today, 
visitors and residents alike enjoy 
Fryeburg’s many quiet parks, beau-
tifully maintained historic buildings, 
and exciting outdoor recreation oppor-
tunities. The annual Fryeburg Fair, 
Maine’s largest agricultural exhibition, 
keeps the town’s origins and traditions 
alive. 

The celebration of Fryeburg’s 250th 
anniversary is not merely about the 
passing of time. It is about human ac-
complishment. We celebrate the people 
who, for longer than America has been 
a nation, have pulled together, cared 
for one another, and built a great com-
munity. Thanks to those who came be-
fore, Fryeburg, ME, has a wonderful 
history. Thanks to those there today, 
it has a bright future. 

f 

RECOGNIZING DICK LOPER 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I wish to 
speak on behalf of Dick Loper, who will 
be inducted into the Wyoming Agri-
culture Hall of Fame at the 101st Wyo-
ming State Fair in August. Since 1992, 
Wyoming has recognized individuals 
each year who have made substantial 
contributions to agriculture in our 
State. This year I have the honor of 
presenting this award to Dick with my 
colleague, Senator BARRASSO. 

Dick Loper is known across Wyoming 
for his rangeland consulting, Federal 
agency cooperation, and community 
involvement. As a rangeland consult-
ant, Dick has served Wyoming’s farm-
ers, ranchers, and agricultural organi-
zations throughout his entire career. 
He has also worked as a range consult-
ant to the Wyoming State Grazing 
Board and has been involved in the or-
ganization since its creation. Rawlins 
Rancher and 2011 Wyoming Agriculture 
Hall of Fame inductee Niels Hansen 
commented, 

Since his time in the Reagan Administra-
tion, Dick has made his home in Wyoming 
working as a range consultant and helping 
and teaching many ranchers about the bene-
fits of range monitoring and good range 
stewardship. 

Dick is best known for his commit-
ment to the health of Wyoming’s 
rangelands. For over 30 years, he has 
worked with Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, BLM, permitees and other par-
ties to advance livestock management 
and oversee the implementation of 

range improvements. As a member of 
the Committee on Rangeland Classi-
fication, his efforts were crucial in 
gaining national attention for range-
land health, which led to the establish-
ment of standards of healthy range-
lands. These standards now give public 
land users and managers clear goals for 
grazing. 

Dick Loper is also active in a variety 
of community organizations important 
to Wyoming agriculture. He served on 
the Society for Range Management Se-
lect Task Force on Unity in Concepts 
and the Sustainable Rangelands 
Roundtable. For his service, Dick has 
been honored with the Guardian of the 
Grasslands Award. 

On a personal note, it seems I can’t 
go very long without visiting with 
Dick Loper in Washington. In addition 
to seeing him in Wyoming, Dick is reg-
ularly in DC for meetings with Federal 
agencies and other partners. It is al-
ways helpful receiving the latest on 
public lands during his visits. I am 
proud to have the opportunity to rec-
ognize Dick Loper’s achievements with 
Senator BARRASSO as a 2013 inductee 
into the Wyoming Agriculture Hall of 
Fame. Wyoming and its public lands 
are well served by his lasting and con-
tinuing contributions to our State. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JW AND THEA 
NUCKOLLS 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I will 
soon be attending the 101st Wyoming 
State Fair. During the Ag Hall of Fame 
Picnic, Senator ENZI and I will have 
the honor of recognizing Jw and Thea 
Nuckolls as they are inducted into the 
Wyoming Agriculture Hall of Fame for 
2013. I cannot think of two people more 
deserving of this recognition. 

The Nuckolls family came to Wyo-
ming from Virginia in the early 1900s. 
Jw’s parents sold 100 horses in order to 
purchase the original ranch in 1917. In 
1943, the family entered the sheep busi-
ness by purchasing 500 head of sheep to 
stock the ranch. Jw was only 12 years 
old when he began trailing ewes from 
Moorcroft, where the sheep were 
bought, to the family ranch 26 miles 
away. 

Jw returned to the ranch after grad-
uating from the University of Wyo-
ming. He was in the market for more 
sheep, when he met his future wife, 
Thea. He purchased part of her family’s 
Corriedale flock. The future couple 
subsequently ran into each other again 
at the Wyoming State Fair in 1958 and 
were married the following year. How 
fitting it is for them to be honored to-
gether in the same place where their 
lives with one another began 55 years 
ago. 

Over the past five decades, Jw and 
Thea have built a strong, diversified 
ranching operation. Thea brought reg-
istered Angus cows into the family and 
together she and Jw have built herds of 
high quality cattle and sheep. Their 
contributions to agriculture go far be-
yond their own operation, however. Jw 
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and Thea helped to start the Mountain 
States Lamb Cooperative and Center of 
the Nation Wool Cooperative which 
serves 1,700 participants and markets 
approximately 5 million pounds of wool 
each year, resulting in gross sales of 
nearly $10 million. Jw continues to 
serve as a board member to this day. In 
addition to the cooperative, Jw has 
also been active in Wyoming Stock 
Growers Association, Wyoming Farm 
Bureau, and the Wyoming Wool Grow-
ers Association. Thea has served many 
years as a 4–H club leader, serves on 
the Wyoming Cattle Women’s Associa-
tion, Wyoming Wool Growers Auxil-
iary, and Crook County Farm Bureau. 

Jw and Thea have been stalwart rep-
resentatives of the agriculture indus-
try in every way. Wyoming Stock 
Growers Association executive vice 
president Jim Magagna has said that 
the sheep industry is stronger because 
of Jw and Thea’s involvement. This 
couple embodies what Wyoming is all 
about. Honesty, integrity, and hard 
work are second nature to them. Their 
willingness to share their knowledge 
and experience with others ensures 
that the sheep industry and agriculture 
in general will continue to be strong in 
both Wyoming and America for years 
to come. I would like to extend my 
congratulations to Jw and Thea and 
thank them for their dedication to the 
Wyoming way of life. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO BRIAN SCOTT 
GAMROTH 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, 
today I come to the floor to tell you 
about one of Wyoming’s own, Brian 
Scott Gamroth. On the radio, tele-
vision, or at any number of events, 
folks all over Wyoming are familiar 
with his deep, resonating voice. Brian 
is more than a radio personality; he is 
an enthusiastic advocate for Wyoming 
and her people. 

Brian spent his youth first at a ranch 
near Medicine Bow and then at a ranch 
near Saratoga. His family finally set-
tled in Casper in the mid-1970s. In the 
early 1980s, Brian had a chance to take 
on Chicago. He worked for CBS 
Records, PolyGram, and Geffen 
Records before the call of Wyoming 
brought him home to Casper. Brian 
took over the K2 Radio morning show 
almost 20 years ago. It remains one of 
the top rated morning shows anywhere. 

Brian is always first to lend his voice 
to efforts raising awareness for vet-
erans, children, and the needs of the 
community. No cause is too big or too 
small for him to show his support. 
Whether it is the Wyoming Wild Sheep 
Foundation, the Wyoming Down Syn-
drome Association, Special Olympics, 
or many other organizations, Brian 
generously supports causes that make 
Wyoming a better place to call home. 

Given his impressive resume of gen-
erous service, Brian has been selected 
by the Boys & Girls Clubs of Central 
Wyoming as the recipient of the Distin-
guished Service Award. Through his 

talents as an entertainer, master of 
ceremonies, and a community leader, 
Brian has raised millions of dollars for 
local and State charities. Last year 
alone, he was the master of ceremonies 
at 38 events in four States. Brian has 
the reputation of being the first to do-
nate his talents, time and treasure for 
causes that enhance the lives of folks 
in Wyoming and the region. He joins a 
distinguished group of alumni who 
have been recognized with this award, 
including former U.S. Senator Alan 
Simpson, Vice President Dick Cheney 
and his wife Lynne, former U.S. Am-
bassador to Guatemala Tom Stroock, 
and Governor Mike Sullivan. 

This year marks the 15th annual 
Boys & Girls Clubs Recognition Break-
fast event. For the last 12 years, Brian 
served as the master of ceremonies. It 
is fitting that Brian has been chosen to 
receive the prestigious award this year. 
On behalf of the children he has helped, 
the families he has embraced, and 
friends he has made, I offer my heart-
felt congratulations. I am honored to 
know him and call him my friend. Cas-
per and Wyoming is a better place to 
live and work because of Brian Scott 
Gamroth. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHARLES E. HARMAN, 
JR. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
rise today to honor a man who has been 
an invaluable member of my team for 6 
unforgettable years, my friend and 
chief of staff, Charlie Harman. 

Charlie first came to Washington in 
1970. He took an internship with Sen-
ator Richard B. Russell of Georgia, to 
be near his then-girlfriend Carol, now 
his wife of 40 years. 

This internship sparked a passion for 
public policy, politics, and the United 
States Senate Charlie could never ex-
tinguish. 

After his internship with Senator 
Russell, the Atlanta, GA native grad-
uated from my alma mater UGA, and 
took a job as a savings and loan officer 
with Fulton Federal Savings. 

However by 1980, Charlie longed to 
return to politics and began working 
for Senator Sam Nunn in Georgia. He 
finally fulfilled his dream of returning 
to Washington, D.C. when he was asked 
to serve as Senator Nunn’s chief of 
staff in 1987. He did so until 1992. 

He then returned to the private sec-
tor as president of the Georgia Cham-
ber of Commerce. In 1996, he left the 
Chamber and was named vice president 
of public affairs for Blue Cross/Blue 
Shield of Georgia. 

Seven years later, after Senator Paul 
Coverdell died tragically and unexpect-
edly, Zell Miller was appointed to fill 
the unexpired seat. Charlie stepped in 
to be his chief of staff—organizing his 
office and hiring his staff. 

Miller ran for the seat in November 
2000 and was elected to serve the final 
4 years of Coverdell’s term. Charlie re-
turned to Georgia and his job at Blue 
Cross/Blue Shield. 

As you can see, Charlie has been an 
integral part of Georgia’s U.S. Senate 
history, and his was a name that came 
up often when I found myself in need of 
a chief of staff in 2007. 

When I interviewed Charlie, I remem-
ber asking him what his hobbies were. 
He replied, ‘I don’t have a hobby, I just 
like to work.’ That turned out to be 
true. 

I remember telling him my personal 
policy is to hire good people and then 
leave them alone to do their job. 

In this respect, there are never days 
when I worry my chief of staff would 
not be in the office, or a task will not 
be done. He is passionate and dedi-
cated, and I am better able to focus on 
my tasks knowing he is there. 

Ralph Waldo Emerson once said that 
‘‘Big jobs usually go to the men who 
prove their ability to outgrow small 
ones.’’ 

I do not see that in Charlie. He places 
emphasis on all aspects of the job—big 
and small. 

He walks away from a room full of 
CEOs to answer the front office phones, 
so the staff assistants can have a 
break. 

He makes constituent mail a number 
one priority, ensuring all Georgians re-
ceive a quality response by week’s end. 

And he is never too busy to talk to 
folks visiting from Georgia, or staffers 
who are having personal troubles. 

Anyone would be amazed to see how 
he manages such a high-pressure envi-
ronment with efficiency, focus, and vi-
sion. Charlie inspires confidence in the 
staff and he inspires loyalty. 

In my 19 years in Congress, I have 
had the good fortune of having many 
talented staffers. You never forget the 
work they have done for you. 

On August 5, Charlie will be leaving 
my office to join Emory University as 
its Vice President for Government Re-
lations. I congratulate Charlie and 
wish him well in his new position. 

Charlie has made a difference in 
thousands of lives around the Hill, 
around this town, and around Georgia. 
I will never forget all he has accom-
plished, and he will be sorely missed. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO GERALDINE ‘‘JERRIE’’ 
MOCK 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize Newark, OH native 
Jerrie Mock, the first woman to fly 
solo around the world. On September 
14, 2013, a bronze statue will be dedi-
cated in honor of her accomplishments 
at The Works: Ohio Center for History, 
Art & Technology, a science and his-
tory museum for children in Newark, 
OH. 

On March 19, 1964, at the age of 38, 
the Ohio native and self-described ‘‘fly-
ing housewife’’ set off from Columbus, 
OH on her solo flight around the world 
in a 1953 Cessna 180 single-engine mon-
oplane named the ‘‘Spirit of Colum-
bus.’’ She made the flight in 29 days, 
including 21 stopovers, covering 22,860 
miles. 
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Jerrie has received numerous awards, 

including the FAA Gold Medal for Ex-
ceptional Service. She made her mark 
in the aviation world as the first 
woman to fly solo around the world 
and also completed other feats worthy 
of recognition. Her contributions have 
helped to shape the future of American 
aviation for our children and grand-
children. 

Today, I would like to commend Jer-
rie Mock for her accomplishments and 
thank all those who contributed to en-
shrining her legacy for all Ohioans. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

HAMPTON, NEW HAMPSHIRE 
∑ Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor Hampton, NH—an his-
toric Granite State community that is 
also one of the most popular vacation 
destinations in New England. 

A crown jewel of New Hampshire’s 
seacoast, Hampton was one of four 
original New Hampshire towns and was 
located in an area originally known as 
Winnacunnet. According to a town his-
tory, it was settled in the autumn of 
1638. Incorporated as Hampton in 1639, 
the current day high school is named 
Winnacunnet High School—home of the 
Warriors. 

With the arrival of the railroad in 
the mid 1800s, Hampton became a sum-
mertime favorite of travelers from 
near and far—starting the town’s long 
tradition of providing welcoming hos-
pitality. On a hot summer day, Hamp-
ton Beach can expect to see around 
100,000 visitors on its beautiful beaches 
and boardwalk. Generations of New 
Hampshire families have spent their 
summer vacation on the shores of 
Hampton Beach—eating fresh seafood 
in its restaurants, splashing in the 
surf, enjoying beachside concerts, and 
playing in the arcades. 

Hampton has been the home of many 
historical and famous figures. First 
Lady of the United States, Jane Pierce, 
called Hampton home, as did former 
Governor Stephen E. Merrill and 
former Congressman Tristram Shaw. 

Whether it is scenic Hampton Beach, 
the Tuck Museum or the historic 
James House historic site—which is de-
scribed as what may be the earliest 
surviving example of the two-room 
deep, center chimney colonial in New 
Hampshire—the proud people of Hamp-
ton have contributed conspicuously to 
the spirit and heritage of New Hamp-
shire during the town’s first 375 years. 

Hampton holds a special place in the 
hearts of citizens across New Hamp-
shire. On this day, I am pleased to rec-
ognize the 375th anniversary of Hamp-
ton—saluting its citizens and recog-
nizing their accomplishments, their 
love of country, their warm hospi-
tality, and their spirit of independ-
ence.∑ 

f 

LISBON, NEW HAMPSHIRE 
∑ Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor Lisbon, NH—a town in 

Grafton County that is celebrating the 
250th anniversary of its founding. I am 
proud to join citizens across the Gran-
ite State in recognizing this historic 
event. 

Famous for its annual Lilac Festival, 
Lisbon is located along the 
Ammonoosuc and Gale rivers in the 
shadow of Babbit Hill. 

The land that would become Lisbon 
was granted in a charter as Concord by 
Gov. Benning Wentworth in 1763. Re-
named Chiswick, the name was subse-
quently changed to Gunthwaite. At a 
town meeting in 1824, it was renamed 
Lisbon in honor of Lisbon, Portugal. 

The population has grown to include 
over 1,500 residents. The patriotism and 
commitment of the people of Lisbon is 
reflected in part by their record of 
service in defense of our Nation. 

Among those patriots were Revolu-
tionary War veterans Samuel Young 
and MAJ Benjamin Whitcomb. Young 
and members of his family fought in 
the Battle of Bunker Hill, while 
Whitcomb, also known as the ‘‘Dreaded 
Scout,’’ was the leader of Whitcomb’s 
Independent Corps of Rangers. 

New England Wire Technologies first 
opened in 1899, and it has grown to be-
come a leader in the design and manu-
facture of multiconductor cables, cus-
tom braids, and strands. Today the 
company has over 330 employees and is 
one of the larger employers in the area. 

According to a town history, ‘‘Three 
of the five peg mills in the United 
States were located in Lisbon. Parker 
Young Company was at one time the 
largest manufacturer of piano sounding 
boards in the world. There were two 
railroad stations, a library, a gold 
rush, a small airport and the first rope 
ski tow in New Hampshire.’’ 

Lisbon is a place that has contrib-
uted much to the life and spirit of the 
State of New Hampshire. I am pleased 
to extend my warm regards to the peo-
ple of Lisbon as they celebrate the 
town’s 250th anniversary.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING HALLIE BELL 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Hallie Bell 
for her hard work as an intern in my 
Cheyenne office. I recognize her efforts 
and contributions to my office as well 
as to the State of Wyoming. 

Hallie is a native of Cody, WY, and is 
a graduate of Cody High School. She 
currently attends the University of 
Wyoming, where she is an art and 
English major. She has demonstrated a 
strong work ethic, which has made her 
an invaluable asset to our office. The 
quality of her work is reflected in her 
great efforts over the last several 
months. 

I want to thank Hallie for the dedica-
tion she has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have her as part of our team. I know 
she will have continued success with 
all of her future endeavors. I wish her 
all my best on her next journey.∑ 

RECOGNIZING OMAR ETMAN 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Omar 
Etman for his hard work as an intern 
in my Rock Springs office. I recognize 
his efforts and contributions to my of-
fice as well as to the State of Wyo-
ming. 

Omar is from Rock Springs, WY, and 
a graduate of Rock Springs High 
School. He plans to attend New York 
University beginning this fall as a jour-
nalism major. He has demonstrated a 
strong work ethic, which has made him 
an invaluable asset to our office. The 
quality of his work is reflected in his 
great efforts over the last several 
months. 

I want to thank Omar for the dedica-
tion he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING KIP FAIRCLOTH 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Kip Fair-
cloth for his hard work as an intern in 
my Washington, DC, office. I recognize 
his efforts and contributions to my of-
fice as well as to the State of Wyo-
ming. 

Kip is a native of Buffalo, WY, and a 
graduate of Buffalo High School. He 
currently attends the University of 
Montana, where he is a political 
science major. He has demonstrated a 
strong work ethic, which has made him 
an invaluable asset to our office. The 
quality of his work is reflected in his 
great efforts over the last several 
months. 

I want to thank Kip for the dedica-
tion he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING SHELBY JORGENSEN 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Shelby 
Jorgensen for her hard work as an in-
tern in my Casper office. I recognize 
her efforts and contributions to my of-
fice as well as to the State of Wyo-
ming. 

Shelby is a native of Casper, WY, and 
is a graduate of Natrona County High 
School. She currently attends the Uni-
versity of Wyoming where she is an ele-
mentary education major. She has 
demonstrated a strong work ethic, 
which has made her an invaluable asset 
to our office. The quality of her work is 
reflected in her great efforts over the 
last several months. 

I want to thank Shelby for the dedi-
cation she has shown while working for 
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me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have her as part of our team. I know 
she will have continued success with 
all of her future endeavors. I wish her 
all my best on her next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING TESS KERSENBROCK 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Tess 
Kersenbrock for her hard work as an 
intern in my Casper office. I recognize 
her efforts and contributions to my of-
fice as well as to the State of Wyo-
ming. 

Tess is a native of Casper, WY, and is 
a graduate of Kelly Walsh High School. 
She currently attends Colorado State 
University, where she is a political 
science major. She has demonstrated a 
strong work ethic, which has made her 
an invaluable asset to our office. The 
quality of her work is reflected in her 
great efforts over the last several 
months. 

I want to thank Tess for the dedica-
tion she has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have her as part of our team. I know 
she will have continued success with 
all of her future endeavors. I wish her 
all my best on her next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING KIRBY LAWRENCE 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Kirby Law-
rence for her hard work as an intern in 
my Republican policy committee of-
fice. I recognize her efforts and con-
tributions to my office as well as to the 
State of Wyoming. 

Kirby is from Wheatland, WY, and a 
graduate of Wheatland High School. 
She currently attends the University of 
Wyoming, where she is an economics 
major. She has demonstrated a strong 
work ethic, which has made her an in-
valuable asset to our office. The qual-
ity of her work is reflected in her great 
efforts over the last several months. 

I want to thank Kirby for the dedica-
tion she has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have her as part of our team. I know 
she will have continued success with 
all of her future endeavors. I wish her 
all my best on her next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING MADELEINE LEWIS 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Madeleine 
Lewis for her hard work as an intern in 
my Cheyenne office. I recognize her ef-
forts and contributions to my office as 
well as to the State of Wyoming. 

Madeleine is a native of Cheyenne, 
WY, and is a graduate of Cheyenne 
Central High School. She currently at-
tends the Carleton College, where she 
is a political science major. She has 
demonstrated a strong work ethic, 
which has made her an invaluable asset 

to our office. The quality of her work is 
reflected in her great efforts over the 
last several months. 

I want to thank Madeleine for the 
dedication she has shown while work-
ing for me and my staff. It was a pleas-
ure to have her as part of our team. I 
know she will have continued success 
with all of her future endeavors. I wish 
her all my best on her next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING HAL LIBBY 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Hal Libby 
for his continued hard work as an in-
tern in my Republican policy com-
mittee office. I recognize his efforts 
and contributions to my office as well 
as to the State of Wyoming. 

Hal is a native of McLean, VA, and a 
graduate of Thomas Jefferson High 
School. He currently attends Yale Uni-
versity, where he is a history major. He 
has demonstrated a strong work ethic, 
which has made him an invaluable 
asset to our office. The quality of his 
work is reflected in his great efforts 
over the last several months. 

I want to thank Hal for the dedica-
tion he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING JOSH MESSER 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Josh 
Messer for his hard work as an intern 
in my U.S. Senate Committee on In-
dian Affairs office. I recognize his ef-
forts and contributions to my office as 
well as to the State of Wyoming. 

Josh is a native of Cheyenne, WY, 
and a graduate of Cheyenne East High 
School. He currently attends the Uni-
versity of Wyoming, where he is a mo-
lecular biology and chemistry major. 
He has demonstrated a strong work 
ethic, which has made him an invalu-
able asset to our office. The quality of 
his work is reflected in his great efforts 
over the last several months. 

I want to thank Josh for the dedica-
tion he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING BRANDON ROSTY 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Brandon 
Rosty for his hard work as an intern in 
my Washington, DC, office. I recognize 
his efforts and contributions to my of-
fice as well as to the State of Wyo-
ming. 

Brandon is a native of Casper, WY, 
and graduated from Natrona County 

High School. He currently attends 
Georgetown University, where he is a 
government and history major. He has 
demonstrated a strong work ethic, 
which has made him an invaluable 
asset to our office. The quality of his 
work is reflected in his great efforts 
over the last several months. 

I want to thank Brandon for the dedi-
cation he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING MIKE STOPP 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Mike Stopp 
for his hard work as an intern in my 
U.S. Senate Committee on Indian Af-
fairs office. I recognize his efforts and 
contributions to my office as well as to 
the State of Wyoming. 

Mike is from Tahlequah, OK. He cur-
rently attends Northeastern State Uni-
versity, where he is a business adminis-
tration/finance major. He has dem-
onstrated a strong work ethic, which 
has made him an invaluable asset to 
our office. The quality of his work is 
reflected in his great efforts over the 
last several months. 

I want to thank Mike for the dedica-
tion he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING ASHLEY TRUE 

∑ Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Ashley 
True for her hard work as an intern in 
my Washington, DC, office. I recognize 
her efforts and contributions to my of-
fice as well as to the State of Wyo-
ming. 

Ashley is a native of Casper, WY, and 
is a graduate of Natrona County High 
School. She currently attends Black 
Hills State University, where she is a 
corporate communication major. She 
has demonstrated a strong work ethic, 
which has made her an invaluable asset 
to our office. The quality of her work is 
reflected in her great efforts over the 
last several months. 

I want to thank Ashley for the dedi-
cation she has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It was a pleasure to 
have her as part of our team. I know 
she will have continued success with 
all of her future endeavors. I wish her 
all my best on her next journey.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING SONYA JOHNSON 

∑ Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize Sonya Johnson of Fallon, 
NV, and congratulate her on receiving 
this year’s Ag Advocate Award from 
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the National Agriculture in the Class-
room Organization. This award recog-
nizes efforts to promote agriculture lit-
eracy in the classroom, and I am im-
mensely proud that Sonya has been se-
lected from a nationwide group of 
nominees to receive this prestigious 
award. 

As a mother of five daughters and 
past president of the Churchill County 
Farm Bureau, Sonya has demonstrated 
an exceptional commitment to edu-
cation, volunteerism, and community 
service. For more than 30 years, she 
has given of her time by volunteering 
to educate Nevada’s students about the 
importance of agriculture, as well as 
agriculture-related higher education 
and career opportunities that are avail-
able to them. Whether in a classroom, 
at a farm festival in Las Vegas, or at a 
community workshop, Sonya has 
helped countless Nevadans understand 
the critical role agriculture plays in 
our State and national heritage. Not 
only has she used creative methods in 
her educational efforts, but she also 
often reaches out to students in remote 
locations, including Indian reserva-
tions, and she has volunteered with 
children of mine workers as well. Her 
efforts were recognized in 2010 by the 
Nevada Agriculture Foundation, which 
named Sonya the Outstanding Nevada 
Ag in the Classroom Volunteer. 

Sonya’s commitment to educating 
Nevadans about agriculture is truly ad-
mirable. She has made an invaluable 
investment in the lives and futures of 
Nevada’s students. I ask my colleagues 
to join me in commending Sonya on 
this well-deserved recognition, and I 
thank her for her many efforts as a vol-
unteer and educator.∑ 

f 

2013 AROOSTOOK ENTREPRENEUR 
OF THE YEAR 

∑ Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to 
commend David A. Harbison, Jr., and 
his company, Bison Pumps, for being 
named the 2013 Aroostook Entre-
preneur of the Year. Bison Pumps, lo-
cated in Houlton, ME, both designs and 
manufactures hand-powered water 
pumps. These impressive and elegant 
devices provide reliable access to well 
water without the need for any elec-
tricity. 

The first Bison pump was born out of 
necessity during Maine’s Great Ice 
Storm of 1998, which crippled parts of 
Maine for several weeks. Over half of 
our State lost power, some areas for 
more than 2 weeks. Like many Mainers 
faced with adversity, Mr. Harbison and 
his team of plumbers responded to dis-
aster with resilience and innovation. 
They designed and built what would be 
the first Bison hand pump, which al-
lowed people whose electric pumps 
were inoperable in the aftermath of the 
storm to access the water in their 
wells. Since 1998, this timely and re-
sourceful design has gained inter-
national appeal and application. 

Now a strong and growing business 
with 12 employees, Bison Pumps sells 

its polished stainless steel products 
around the country and all over the 
world. From the woods of northern 
Maine to the hustle and bustle of 
Singapore, these pumps are making a 
difference by allowing people to access 
well water without electricity. Just re-
cently, a ministry organization bought 
one of the pumps, which is now helping 
them provide much needed clean water 
to people in Haiti. 

We have many great small businesses 
in Maine, and the 2013 Aroostook En-
trepreneur of the Year Award winner, 
Mr. Harbison and Bison Pumps, is cer-
tainly one of them. Bison Pumps rep-
resents the bold, free-thinking spirit 
that defines the State of Maine. I am 
proud to join in recognizing their inge-
nuity, and I expect they will continue 
to impress us—both in Maine and 
around the world with their superb 
products.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING VERNON AND 
MARIE NELSON 

∑ Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, there are 
many things I admire about folks from 
my home State of Kansas but espe-
cially how Kansans carry on the tradi-
tions of previous generations. No tradi-
tion runs deeper in Kansas than the 
tradition of working on a family farm. 

Across our Nation, 98 percent of our 
country’s 2 million farms are family 
owned. For many Kansas children, 
growing up on a farm is a way of life. 
By working alongside their parents, 
grandparents, and neighbors, young 
people learn important life skills and 
values like hard work, personal respon-
sibility, and perseverance. 

Gary Nelson of Falun, KS learned 
many of these life skills on the farm by 
working alongside his parents, Vernon 
and Marie Nelson. The Nelson family 
farm has been in his family for 144 
years. It was originally homesteaded 
by Gary’s great-grandfather Lars Fred-
erick Nelson, in 1869. Nineteen years 
ago, Gary’s father Vernon passed away, 
leaving the management of the farm in 
his hands. In the years that followed, 
Gary took over the farm operations 
with the help of his mother. But just a 
few weeks ago, Marie passed away. The 
community of Falun lost two special 
people when Vernon and Marie passed 
away. 

Both of Gary’s parents came from a 
strong Swedish heritage and were well 
known in the small rural community of 
Falun in Saline County. They were 
married in 1952 and spent the next 42 
years together, raising their son, man-
aging the farm, and investing in the 
local community. A strong work ethic 
and an abiding care for others were de-
fining attributes of both Vernon and 
Marie. They were also both skilled 
craftsmen—Vernon once made a walnut 
box that contained a bronze sculpture 
for President Ronald Reagan, and 
Marie had a love for quilting and once 
worked on a special quilt that was 
given to Nancy Reagan. 

Vernon and Marie were also very 
proud of their son and came to visit 

Gary while he was working as an intern 
for former Senator Bob Dole in the 
summer of 1983. One of their special 
memories was enjoying lunch together 
in the Senate dining room at the invi-
tation of Senator Dole. 

In small rural towns across Kansas, 
people work hard, take pride in their 
communities and care for one another. 
Vernon and Marie were two such peo-
ple. Gary recently said this about his 
parents: ‘‘They are part of the fabric 
that is our community now and that of 
the future.’’ Individuals like Vernon 
and Marie also make up the fabric of 
our country, and their contributions 
have made our Nation what it is today. 
Vernon and Marie lived each day to its 
fullest, and their devotion to those 
around them stands as an inspiration 
to us all. 

I extend my heartfelt sympathies to 
Gary and the Nelson family and 
friends. I ask my colleagues and all 
Kansans to remember the Nelson fam-
ily in your thoughts and prayers in the 
days ahead.∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message from the President of the 
United States was communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Williams, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate a mes-
sage from the President of the United 
States submitting a nomination which 
was referred to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor and Pen-
sions. 

(The message received today is print-
ed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 3:37 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2397. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2014, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 8:06 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 1092. An act to designate the air route 
traffic control center located in Nashua, New 
Hampshire, as the ‘‘Patricia Clark Boston 
Air Route Traffic Control Center’’. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 
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H.R. 2397. An act making appropriations 

for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2014, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 2218. An act to amend subtitle D of 
the Solid Waste Disposal Act to encourage 
recovery and beneficial use of coal combus-
tion residuals and establish requirements for 
the proper management and disposal of coal 
combustion residuals that are protective of 
human health and the environment. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 1392. A bill to promote energy savings in 
residential buildings and industry, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2465. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Navigation and Navigable Waters; Tech-
nical, Organizational, and Conforming 
Amendments; Correction’’ (RIN1625–AC06) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 15, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2466. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Ohio River, Mile 469.4–470.0; 
Bellevue, KY’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2013–0558)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 15, 2013; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2467. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Pamlico River and Tar River; 
Washington, NC’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket 
No. USCG–2013–0517)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on July 15, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2468. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Skagit River Bridge, Skagit 
River, Mount Vernon, WA’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG–2012–0449)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on July 
15, 2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2469. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Fifth Coast Guard District 
Fireworks Display Cape Fear River; Wil-
mington, NC’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2013–0115)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 15, 2013; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2470. A communication from the Dep-
uty Administrator, Research and Innovative 
Technology Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Transportation Sta-
tistics Annual Report 2012’’; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2471. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revi-
sions to the Export Administration Regula-
tions: Military Vehicles; Vessels of War; Sub-
mersible Vessels; Oceanographic Equipment; 
Related Items; and Auxiliary and Miscella-
neous Items that the President Determines 
No Longer Warrant Control under the United 
States Munitions List’’ (RIN0694–AF39) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 9, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2472. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ments to the Export Administration Regula-
tions: Implementation of Limited Syria 
Waiver for Reconstruction Assistance’’ 
(RIN0694–AF94) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 18, 2013; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2473. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, and 
South Atlantic; Reef Fish Fishery of the 
Gulf of Mexico; Amendment 37; Correction’’ 
(RIN0648–BC66) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 18, 2013; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2474. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Atlan-
tic Highly Migratory Species; 2013 Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna Quota Specifications’’ 
(RIN0648–XC513) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 18, 2013; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2475. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘En-
hanced Document Requirements To Support 
Use of the Dolphin Safe Label on Tuna Prod-
ucts’’ (RIN0648–BC78) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on July 18, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2476. A communication from the Assist-
ant Chief Counsel for Hazardous Materials 
Safety, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Hazardous 
Materials: Revision of Requirements for 
Fireworks Approval (RRR)’’ (RIN2137–AE70) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 26, 2013; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2477. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Motor Vehicle Theft Prevention Standard; 
Final Listing of 2014 Light Duty Truck Lines 
Subject to the Requirements of This Stand-
ard and Exempted Vehicle Lines for Model 
Year 2014’’ (RIN2127–AL42) received during 

adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on July 26, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2478. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap-
proved retirement of Lieutenant General Mi-
chael C. Gould, United States Air Force, and 
his advancement to the grade of lieutenant 
general on the retired list; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2479. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap-
proved retirement of Lieutenant General 
Walter E. Gaskin, Sr., United States Marine 
Corps, and his advancement to the grade of 
lieutenant general on the retired list; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2480. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap-
proved retirement of Vice Admiral Robert S. 
Harward, Jr., United States Navy, and his 
advancement to the grade of vice admiral on 
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–2481. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report on the continuation of 
the national emergency that was originally 
declared in Executive Order 13441 with re-
spect to Lebanon; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2482. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Board of Governors, Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a report entitled ‘‘Annual Report to Con-
gress on the Presidential 1 Dollar Coin Pro-
gram’’; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2483. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Bureau of the Fiscal Service, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Sale and Issue of Marketable Book-Entry 
Treasury Bills, Notes, and Bonds’’ (31 CFR 
Part 356) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 26, 2013; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2484. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
‘‘Report to the President and Congress Med-
icaid Home and Community-Based Alter-
natives to Psychiatric Residential Treat-
ment Facilities Demonstration’’; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–2485. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
‘‘Annual Report to Congress on the Medicare 
and Medicaid Integrity Programs Report for 
Fiscal Year 2011; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–2486. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear-
ance, Social Security Administration, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Change in Terminology: ‘Mental 
Retardation’ to ‘Intellectual Disability’’ ’ 
(RIN0960–AH52) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 29, 2013; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2487. A communication from the Pro-
gram Manager, Centers for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services, Department of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act; Ex-
change Functions: Standards for Navigators 
and Non-Navigator Assistance Personnel; 
Consumer Assistance Tools and Programs of 
an Exchange and Certified Application Coun-
selors’’ (RIN0938–AR75; 0938–AR04) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 
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15, 2013; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2488. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Of-
fice of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Justice, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port entitled ‘‘Department of Justice Report 
to Congress Concerning the International 
Marriage Broker Regulation Act’’; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–2489. A communication from the Senior 
Attorney Advisor, Office of Violence Against 
Women, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Removing Unnecessary Office on Vio-
lence Against Women Regulations’’ 
(RIN1105–AB40) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on July 26, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. LEVIN for the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

Jon T. Rymer, of Tennessee, to be Inspec-
tor General, Department of Defense. 

*Stephen Woolman Preston, of the District 
of Columbia, to be General Counsel of the 
Department of Defense. 

*Susan J. Rabern, of Kansas, to be an As-
sistant Secretary of the Navy. 

*Dennis V. McGinn, of Maryland, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 

*Army nomination of Gen. Martin E. 
Dempsey, to be General. 

*Navy nomination of Adm. James A. 
Winnefeld, Jr., to be Admiral. 

*Navy nomination of Adm. Cecil E.D. 
Haney, to be Admiral. 

*Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Curtis M. 
Scaparrotti, to be General. 

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Stephen 
W. Wilson, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Robin 
Rand, to be General. 

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Russell 
J. Handy, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Col. Roger L. Nye, 
to be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. David L. 
Mann, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Raymond 
A. Thomas III, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Col. Marion Garcia, to 
be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Col. John W. Lathrop, 
to be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Edward C. 
Cardon, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Brig. Gen. Thomas E. 
Ayres, to be Major General. 

Army nomination of Brig. Gen. Flora D. 
Darpino, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Michael S. 
Tucker, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Col. Charles N. Pede, 
to be Brigadier General, Judge Advocate 
General’s Corps. 

Army nominations beginning with Colonel 
Carl A. Alex and ending with Colonel Eric J. 
Wesley, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 27, 2013. (minus 2 
nominees: Colonel David W. Riggins; Colonel 
Robert J. Ulses) 

Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Kenneth E. 
Tovo, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Robert B. 
Abrams, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Brig. Gen. Kevin L. 
McNeely, to be Major General. 

Marine Corps nomination of Lt. Gen. 
Thomas D. Waldhauser, to be Lieutenant 
General. 

Navy nomination of Capt. Deborah P. 
Haven, to be Rear Admiral (lower half). 

Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Frank C. 
Pandolfe, to be Vice Admiral. 

Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Harry B. 
Harris, Jr., to be Admiral. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. William F. 
Moran, to be Vice Admiral. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. James F. 
Caldwell, Jr., to be Vice Admiral. 

Navy nominations beginning with Rear 
Adm. (lh) David F. Baucom and ending with 
Rear Adm. (lh) Vincent L. Griffith, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
June 27, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Rear 
Adm. (lh) Colin G. Chinn and ending with 
Rear Adm. (lh) Elaine C. Wagner, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
June 27, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Rear 
Adm. (lh) Paul B. Becker and ending with 
Rear Adm. (lh) Jan E. Tighe, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on June 
27, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Rear 
Adm. (lh) David H. Lewis and ending with 
Rear Adm. (lh) James D. Syring, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
June 27, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Rear 
Adm. (lh) John C. Aquilino and ending with 
Rear Adm. (lh) Michael S. White, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
June 27, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Capt. 
Russell E. Allen and ending with Capt. 
Thomas W. Marotta, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record on June 27, 2013. 

Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Kurt W. 
Tidd, to be Vice Admiral. 

Navy nomination of Capt. Kenneth J. 
Iverson, to be Rear Admiral (lower half). 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Armed Services I report 
favorably the following nomination 
lists which were printed in the 
RECORDS on the dates indicated, and 
ask unanimous consent, to save the ex-
pense of reprinting on the Executive 
Calendar that these nominations lie at 
the Secretary’s desk for the informa-
tion of Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, It is so ordered. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Wendy J. Beal and ending with Jared K. 
Young, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on April 9, 2013. 

Air Force nomination of Peter C. Rhee, to 
be Major. 

Air Force nomination of Joseph M. 
Markusfeld, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Deondra P. Asike and ending with Gregory C. 
Trolley, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 24, 2013. 

Army nomination of Ronald E. Beresky, to 
be Major. 

Army nomination of James B. Collins, to 
be Major. 

Army nominations beginning with Jona-
than H. Cody and ending with Justin M. 
Marchesi, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 20, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Joseph 
L. Biehler and ending with Bienvenido 

Serranocastro, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on June 24, 2013. 

Army nomination of Dean C. Anderson, to 
be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Christopher D. Perrin, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Sheena 
L. Allen and ending with Miao X. Zhou, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 9, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Court-
ney L. Abraham and ending with D011476, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 9, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Chris-
topher L. Aaron and ending with Nathan P. 
Zwintscher, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 9, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Richard 
R. Abelkis and ending with G001407, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
July 9, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Joseph 
H. Albrecht and ending with D011309, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
July 9, 2013. 

Army nomination of Karl F. Meyer, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nomination of Stephanie M. Price, 
to be Major. 

Army nomination of Gregory C. Pedro, to 
be Major. 

Army nomination of John H. Seok, to be 
Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Frederick C. Lough, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with 
Admirado A. Luzuriaga and ending with Jon 
Kiev, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 24, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with William 
G. Huber and ending with Mark L. 
Leitschuh, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 24, 2013. 

Army nomination of Curtis J. Alitz, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Guy R. 
Beaudoin and ending with Rebecca A. Young, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 24, 2013. 

Navy nomination of Jackie S. Fantes, to 
be Commander. 

Navy nomination of Doran T. Kelvington, 
to be Commander. 

Navy nominations beginning with Orenthal 
G. Adderson and ending with John F. Warner 
III, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on June 27, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Philip B. 
Bagrow and ending with David M. Todd, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 9, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Tanya 
Cruz and ending with Jeanine B. Womble, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 9, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Rene J. 
Alova and ending with Joyce Y. Turner, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 9, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with James 
Alger and ending with Jason N. Wood, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
July 9, 2013. 
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Navy nominations beginning with Chris-

topher W. Abbott and ending with Lorenzo 
Tarpley, Jr., which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 9, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Mary R. 
Anker and ending with Georgina L. Zuniga, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 9, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Lillian 
A. Abuan and ending with Christopher R. 
Zegley, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 9, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Erin G. 
Adams and ending with Luke A. Zabrocki, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 9, 2013. 

Navy nomination of Timothy C. Moore, 
Jr., to be Commander. 

Navy nomination of Pierre A. Pelletier, to 
be Captain. 

By Mr. Rockefeller for the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

*Jannette Lake Dates, of Maryland, to be a 
Member of the Board of Directors of the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting for a term 
expiring January 31, 2016. 

*Bruce M. Ramer, of California, to be a 
Member of the Board of Directors of the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting for a term 
expiring January 31, 2018. 

*Brent Franklin Nelsen, of South Carolina, 
to be a Member of the Board of Directors of 
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting for 
a term expiring January 31, 2016. 

*Howard Abel Husock, of New York, to be 
a Member of the Board of Directors of the 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting for a 
term expiring January 31, 2018. 

*Loretta Cheryl Sutliff, of Nevada, to be a 
Member of the Board of Directors of the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting for a term 
expiring January 31, 2018. 

*Thomas Edgar Wheeler, of the District of 
Columbia, to be a Member of the Federal 
Communications Commission for the re-
mainder of the term expiring June 30, 2013. 

*Thomas Edgar Wheeler, of the District of 
Columbia, to be a Member of the Federal 
Communications Commission for a term of 
five years from July 1, 2013. 

*Mark E. Schaefer, of California, to be As-
sistant Secretary of Commerce for Oceans 
and Atmosphere. 

*Thomas C. Carper, of Illinois, to be a Di-
rector of the Amtrak Board of Directors for 
a term of five years. 

*Coast Guard nominations beginning with 
Bruce D. Baffer and ending with Joseph A. 
Servidio, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on April 15, 2013. 

*Coast Guard nomination of Kurt B. 
Hinrichs, to be Rear Admiral. 

*Coast Guard nomination of Richard T. 
Gromlich, to be Rear Admiral. 

By Mrs. BOXER for the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

*Avi Garbow, of Virginia, to be an Assist-
ant Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency. 

*James J. Jones, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Assistant Administrator for Toxic 
Substances of the Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

*Kenneth J. Kopocis, of Virginia, to be an 
Assistant Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ for the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

*Morrell John Berry, of Maryland, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America 
to Australia. 

Nominee: Morrell John Berry. 
Post: AMB to Australia. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, donee: 
1. Self: $1,000, 6/2/09, Hoyer for Congress; 

Hoyer for Congress: $1,000, 10/8/10, Hoyer for 
Congress; $1,000, 4/24/12, Hoyer for Congress; 
$1,000, 6/15/13, Hoyer for Congress; $250, 10/28/ 
10, Tammy Baldwin for Senate; $500, 6/30/11, 
Tammy Baldwin for Senate; $1,000, 10/4/12, 
Ben Cardin for Senate; $250, 3/30/12, Krysten 
Sinema for Congress; $2,500, 8/13/12, Obama 
Victory Fund; $2,500, 10/23/12, Obama for 
America. 

2. Spouse: N/A. 
3. Children and Spouses: N/A. 
4. Parents: deceased. 
5. Grandparents: deceased. 
6. Brothers and Spouses: none. 
7. Sisters and Spouses: none. 

*Patricia Marie Haslach, of Oregon, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the Federal 
Democratic Republic of Ethiopia. 

Nominee: Patricia Marie Haslach. 
Post: Ethiopia. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, donee: 
1. Self: none. 
2. Spouse: divorced. 
3. Children and Spouses: Shereen Herbert: 

none; Kiran Herbert: none. 
4. Parents: Patricia M. Haslach: none. 
5. Grandparents: deceased. 
6. Brothers and Spouses: Timothy Haslach: 

none. 
7. Sisters and Spouses: Mary Powers: none; 

Matt Powers: none; Margaret Haslach: none; 
Maureen Rankin: none; Mark Rankin: none. 

*Reuben Earl Brigety, II, of Florida, to be 
Representative of the United States of Amer-
ica to the African Union, with the rank and 
status of Ambassador Extraordinary and 
Plenipotentiary. 

Nominee: Reuben Earl Brigety, II. 
Post: U.S. Ambassador to the AU. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, donee: 
1. Self: $1200, 8/27/08, Obama for America; 

$1100, 8/27/08, Obama for America; $2300, 8/16/ 
08, Obama Victory Fund; $500, 2/08/08, Obama 
for America; $250, 11/27/07, Obama for Amer-
ica. 

2. Spouse: $200, 10/20/08, Obama for America; 
$800, 10/16/08, Obama for America; $800, 10/12/ 
08, Obama Victory Fund; $200, 10/25/08, Obama 
for America; $200, 10/25/08, Obama for Amer-
ica. 

3. Children and Spouses: none. 
4. Parents: none. 
5. Grandparents: none. 
6. Brothers and Spouses: none. 
7. Sisters and Spouses: none. 

*Daniel A. Clune, of Maryland, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-

traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic. 

Nomnee: Daniel A. Clune. 
Post: Lao People’s Democratic Republic. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, Amount, Date, Donee: 
1. Self: None. 
2. Spouse: None. 
3. Children and Spouses: Margaret Clune 

Giblin: $55, Sep 2013, Barack Obama. Bryan 
Giblin: None. Sarah Clune Hartman: None. 
Robert Hartman: None. Kathryn Clune: $35, 
Nov 2012, Barack Obama. 

4. Parents: William H. Clune, Jr.: Deceased. 
Helen Clune: Deceased. 

5. Grandparents: James Hadley: Deceased. 
Ethel Hadley: Deceased. William H. Clune: 
Deceased. Gatel Clune: Deceased. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: William H. Clune 
III: $250, May 2012, Tammy Baldwin; Less 
than $250, 2012, Barack Obama. Constance 
Clune: None. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: Sheila Fariel: De-
ceased. Susan Lorenz Aiken: Deceased. Sarah 
Clune: $20, 2012, Barack Obama. Michael 
Long, None. 

*Patrick Hubert Gaspard, of New York, to 
be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America 
to the Republic of South Africa. 

Nominee: Patrick Hubert Gaspard. 
Post: South Africa. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, Amount, Date, Donee: 
1. Self: None. 
2. Spouse: $100, 2012, Obama for America. 
3. Children and Spouses: N/A. 
4. Parents: Father—Deceased. Mother— 

None. 
5. Grandparents: N/A—Deceased 
6. Brothers and Spouses: None. 
7. Sisters and Spouses: None. 

*Stephanie Sanders Sullivan, of New York, 
a Career Member of the Senior Foreign Serv-
ice, Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to the Re-
public of the Congo. 

Nominee: Stephanie S. Sullivan. 
Post: Brazzaville, Republic of Congo. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, Amount, Date, Donee: 
1. Self: None. 
2. John H. Sullivan (spouse): None. 
3. Daniel W. Sullivan (son: None. 
4. Scott W. Sullivan (son: None. 
5. John E. Sanders and Barbara W. Sanders 

(parents, deceased) None. 
6. Roger and Gladys Wood (grandparents, 

decreased): None. 
7. Alice H. Sanders (grandmother, de-

ceased): None. 
8. William L. Sanders (grandfather, de-

ceased): None. 
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9. Thomas H. Sanders (brother) and Janice 

Sanders (sister-in-law): None. 
10. Philip E. Sanders (brother): None. 

*Joseph Y. Yun, of Oregon, a Career Mem-
ber of the Senior foreign Service, Class of 
Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to Malaysia. 

Nominee: Joseph Y. Yun. 
Post: Ambassador to Malaysia. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, Amount, Date, Donee: 
1. Self: $100, 2013, Korean Americans for 

Obama. 
2. Spouse: $100, 2012, Emily’s List, $250, 

2012, Obama for America. 
3. Children and Spouses: Matthew and Amy 

Yun: None. 
4. Parents: Chunja Kim: None. Sukwoo 

Yun: Deceased. 
5. Grandparents: Hyung-Joong Yun: De-

ceased. Yuk-sung Ryu: Deceased: Chan-Ho- 
Kim: Deceased: Bong-Ja Kim: Deceased. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: Yuojin Yun: None. 
Sookwon Kim: None. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: Haechin Priestly: 
None. Richard Priestly: None. Haesun Yun: 
None. Chulho Lieu: None. 

*Linda Thomas-Greenfield, of Louisiana, to 
be an Assistant Secretary of State (African 
Affairs). 

*James F. Entwistle, of Virginia, a career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Federal Re-
public of Nigeria. 

Nominee: James F. Entwistle. 
Post: Abuja. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: none. 
2. Spouse: Pamela G. Schmoll: none. 
3. Children and Spouses: Jennifer B.S. 

Entwistle (Daughter, not married): none; 
Jeffrey W.S. Entwistle (Son, not married): 
none. 

4. Parents: Oliver H. Entwistle, Jr. (Fa-
ther—deceased); Barbara G. Entwistle (Moth-
er): $100, 11/9/11, Obama for America; $50, 11/ 
15/11, Obama for America; $100, 1/12/12, Obama 
for America; $100, 3/4/12, Obama for America; 
$100, 7/13/12, Obama for America; $200, 8/20/12, 
Obama for America; $50.75, 3/4/12, Democratic 
Senatorial Campaign Committee (DSCC); 
$50, 7/13/12, Democratic Senatorial Campaign 
Committee (DSCC). 

5. Grandparents: Geraldine Gaskill—de-
ceased; Loren B. Gaskill—deceased; Emily G. 
Entwistle—deceased; Oliver H. Entwistle— 
deceased. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: Steven D. 
Entwistle (only sibling): none; Sharon B. 
Entwistle (his wife): none. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: N/A. 

*David D. Pearce, of Virginia, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Career Minister, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to Greece. 

Nominee: David D. Pearce. 
Post: Greece. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge the infor-

mation contained in this report is complete 
and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: none. 
2. Spouse: None. 
3. Children and Spouses: Jennifer Eva 

Pearce: none; Joseph Alan Pearce: none. 
4. Parents: D. Duane Pearce: none; Mary 

Jean Pearce: none. 
5. Grandparents: Howard A. Pearce—de-

ceased; Muriel Pearce—deceased; Joseph Lit-
tle—deceased; Urania Little—deceased. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: Michael Pearce: 
none; Kathleen Pearce: none; Jonathan 
Pearce—deceased; Robyn Pearce: none; 
Christopher Pearce—deceased. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: Elizabeth Hunt: 
none. (NB: My sister was divorced this past 
year from David Hunt, who was reported as 
her spouse on the 2008 Federal Campaign 
Contribution Report that I filed in connec-
tion with my nomination as Ambassador to 
Algeria). 

*John B. Emerson, of California, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to the Fed-
eral Republic of Germany. 

Nominee: John Bonnell Emerson. 
Post: Ambassador to Germany. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amounts, date, and donee: 
1. Self: $1,500, 02/05/2013, Capital Group Inc. 

PAC; $2,500, 02/2013, Shaheen, Jeanne; $1,000, 
03/2013, Markey, Ed; $1,000, 03/2013, Hagen, 
Kay; $1,000, 04/2013, Frankin, AL; $1,000, 04/ 
2013, Begich, Mark; $¥5,000, 12/21/2012, 
OfftheSidelinesPAC; $1,000, 11/06/2012, Wax-
man, Henry; $500, 10/07/2012, Nevada Senate 
Victory Fund; $2,500, 10/02/2012, Feinstein, 
Dianne, $5,000, 09/28/2012, OfftheSidelinesPAC; 
$1,000, 09/15/2012, Garamendi, John; $1,000, 09/ 
14/2012, Carmona, Richard; $1,000, 08/27/2012, 
Brown, Sherrod; $2,500; 08/09/2012, Carper, 
Tom; $¥100, 07/20/2012, DSCCmte/California; 
$200, 07/08/2012, DSCCmte/California; $250, 06/ 
28/2012, Bysiewicz, Susan; $30,800, 05/31/2012; 
DNC; $1,000, 2012, Kloubachar, Amy; $1,000, 05/ 
15/2012, Donnelly, Joe; $1,000, 04/11/2012, 
McCaskill, Claire; $2,500, 03/28/2012, Kennedy 
III, Joe; $2,000, 03/13/2012, Nelson, Bill; $500, 
03/13/2012, Nelson, Bill; $1,000, 03/06/2012, Hahn, 
Janice; $1,000, 02/22/2012, Ruiz, Raul; $1,000, 02/ 
15/2012, Cherny, Andrei; $1,000, 01/10/2012, 
Wasserman Schultz, Debbie; $2,500, 10/28/2011, 
Warren, Elizabeth, $500, 10/07/2011, Bass, 
Karen; $250, 09/30/2011, Bass, Karen; $1,000, 09/ 
30/2011, Berman, Howard; $1,000, 09/23/2011, 
Gillibrand, Kirsten; $500, 09/21/2010, DCCC; 
$500, 09/14/2010, Coons, Chris; $1,000, 06/23/2010. 
Hodes, Paul; $500, 06/07/2010, Blumenauer, 
Earl; $1,000, 05/29/2010, Gillibrand, Kirsten; 
$500, 08/17/2011, Nelson, Bill; $1,000, 07/13/2011, 
Khazei, Alan; $500, 06/15/2011, Brown, Sherrod; 
$5,000, 06/09/2011, Obama Victory Fund; $5,000, 
06/09/2011, DNC; $2,500, 05/23/2011, Kaine, Tim; 
$500, 03/30/2011, Sherman, Brad; $2,500, 03/07/ 
011, Feinstein, Dianne; $1,000, 03/03/2011; 
McCaskill, Claire; $1,000, 10/27/2010, Dingell, 
John; $500, 10/06/2010, Harman, Jane; $500, 09/ 
21/2010, Gillibrand, Kirsten; $500, 09/21/2010, 
DCCC; $500, 09/14/2010, Coons, Chris; $1,000, 06/ 
23/2010, Hodes, Paul; $500, 06/07/2010, Blu-
menauer, Earl; $1,000, 05/29/2010, Gillibrand, 
Kirsten; $250, 05/13/2010, Critz, Mark; $250, 05/ 
10/2010, Bass, Karen; $600, 02/05/2010, Boxer, 
Barbara; $400, 02/05/2010, Boxer, Barbara; 
$1,000, 01/11/2010, Fisher, Lee; $500, 12/17/2009, 
Meek, Kendrick; $1,000, 11/02/2009, Khazei, 
Alan; $1,000, 09/29/2009, Bennet, Michael; 
$1,000, 09/23/2009, Berman, Howard; $500, 06/30/ 
2009, Dorgan, Byron; $500, 06/26/2009, Obey, 
David; $1,000, 06/18/2009, Garamendi, John; 
$¥500, 05/13/2009, Chu, Judy; $500, 05/05/2009, 
Chu, Judy. 

2. Spouse: Kimberly Marteau: $5,000, 09/17/ 
2012, Off The Sidelines PAC; $2,500, 09/19/2011, 
DNC; $1,000, 02/10/2010, Carnahan, Robin; 
$5,000, 06/21/2011, Obama Victory Fund; $500, 
09/30/2011, Brown, Sherrod. 

3. Children and spouses: none. 
4. Parents: James Emerson (Father): $250, 

10/10/2012, Obama Victory Fund, subsequently 
disbursed in full to Obama for America; $200, 
09/21/2012, DCCC; $312, 07/18/2012, DCCC; $50, 
2012, DCCC; $125, 2012, DCCC; $150, 2012, 
DCCC; $200, 2011, DCCC; $100, 2011, DCCC; 
$200, 11/13/2009, DSCC; $85, 2012, DLCC. 

5. Grandparents: none. 
6. Brother: James Emerson: $250, 10/10/2012, 

Obama Victory Fund. 

*John Rufus Gifford, of Massachusetts, to 
be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America 
to Denmark. 

Nominee: John Rufus Gifford. 
Post: Ambassador to Denmark. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: $500, 8/19/10, Friends of Barb. Boxer; 

$500, 9/14/11, Kaine for VA; $5000, 11/22/11, 
Obama Victory Fund; $500, 11/29/11, Tammy 
Baldwin for Senate; $1000, 6/25/12, Cicilline 
Committee. 

2. Children and Spouses: N//A. 
3. Parents: Charles Gifford: $2500, 7/27/09, 

DNC; $2400, 1/16/10, Coakley for Senate; 
$15200, 3/15/10, DNC; $2400 6/30/10 Bennett for 
CO; $2400, 10/21/10, Bennett for CO; $2460, 2/14/ 
11, McCaskill for MO; $1500, 6/30/11, Khazei for 
MA; $17,500, 9/28/11, Obama Victory Fund; 
$2000, 10/29/11, Bill Keating Committee; $2000, 
11/15/11, Barney Frank for Congress; $7500, 12/ 
09/11, Obama Victory Fund; $2500, 12/31/11, 
Obama Victory Fund; $2500, 3/14/12, Joe Ken-
nedy for Congress; $2500, 7/19/12, Kaine for 
VA; $40000 8/1/12, Obama Victory Fund; $1000, 
8/23/12, Joe Kennedy for Congress; $1500, 8/26/ 
12, Andrei for AZ; $1500, 8/27/12, Win VA 2012; 
$2000, 9/26/12, Angus King for Senate. Anne 
Gifford: $30000, 6/12/09, DNC; $2000, 10/27/09, 
Citizens for Alan Khazei; $2400, 1/16/10, 
Coakley for Senate; $15200, 3/15/12, DNC; 
$2400, 5/17/10, Barney Frank for Congress; 
$1000, 12/1/10, Friends of Sherrod Brown; $1000, 
6/26/11, Khazei for MA; $1000, 6/30/11, Obama 
for America; $17500, 9/28/11, Obama Victory 
Fund; $1500, 9/30/11, Khazei for MA; $15000, 12/ 
18/11, Obama Victory Fund; $20000, 4/18/12, 
Obama Victory Fund; $2500, 7/19/12, Kaine for 
VA; $1000, 8/23/12, Joe Kennedy for Congress; 
$1000, 8/27/12, Win VA 2012; $2000, 9/13/12, Tisei 
Congressional Cmte. 

4. Grandparents: N/A. 
5. Brothers and Spouses: Charles Gifford, 

Jr.: $3500, 9/20/11, Khazei for MA. Betsey Gif-
ford: None. 

6. Sisters and Spouses: Ramsay Trussell: 
None. Geoffrey Trussell: None. Jessica 
Nigrelli (most made under Jessica Gifford): 
$1000, 10/20/09, Coakley for Senate; $500, 11/05/ 
09, Capuano Committee; $15200, 3/16/10, DNC; 
$2000, 6/11/12, Obama Victory Fund; $400, 6/30/ 
11, Obama for America; $500, 7/26/11, Obama 
Victory Fund; $1500, 10/31/11, Obama Victory 
Fund. Andrew Nigrelli: None. 

*Denise Campbell Bauer, of California, to 
be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America 
to Belgium. 

Nominee: Denise Campbell Bauer. 
Post: Belgium. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
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have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: $7600, 01/12/2011, DNC; $500, 06/12/2009, 

DNC; $250, 04/16/2011, OVF; $300, 06/21/2012, 
OVF; $300, 06/12/2012, OVF; $1000, 03/27/2012, 
OVF; $1000, 12/13/2011, OVF; $250, 05/31/2012, 
OVF; $250, 09/17/2012, OVF; $500, 09/25/2012, 
OVF; $1000, 09/30/2012, OVF; $600, 08/23/2012, 
OVF; $250, 04/16/2011, OFA; $1000, 03/27/2012, 
OFA; $1000, 12/13/2011, OFA; $205, 05/31/2012, 
OFA; $300, 06/21/2012, OFA; $300, 06/21/2012 0FA; 
$645, 09/30/2012, DNC; $250, 09/17/2012, OFA; 
$500, 09/25/2012, OFA; $355, 09/30/2012, OFA; 
$250, 09/09/2011, Kaine for Virginia; $500, 01/31/ 
2012, Kaine for Virginia; $200, 10/17/2010, 
Friends of Barbara Boxer. 

2. Spouse: Steven Bauer: $355, 10/10/2012, 
OFA. 

3. Children and Spouses: Katherine Bauer: 
None. Natalie Bauer: None. 

4. Parents: Charlotte Campbell: $200, 10/04/ 
2012, OVF; $100, 09/14/2012, OVF; $25, 08/31/2012, 
OVF; $100, 05/31/2012, OVF. 

Dennis R. Elston: None. Gaylo Elston: 
None. 

5. Grandparents: Elizabeth Tharp: None. 
Vernon Tharp: None. Evelyn Elston: None. 
Charles Elston: None. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: Dennis A. Elston: 
None. Erin Elston: None. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: Jessica Campbell: 
None. Michael Reget: None. Mary Elston: 
None. Elizabeth Williams: None. 

*James Costos, of California, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to Spain. 

Nominee: James Costos. 
Post: U.S. Ambassador to Spain, U.S. Am-

bassador to Andorra. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: 09.16.2009, DNC Services Corpora-

tion/Democratic National Committee, $500; 
09.30.2012, Collins for Senate, $2,500; 04.14.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $5,000; 06.04.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $1,250; 07.02.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $15,000; 08.07.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $5,000; 10.22.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $5,000; 12.16.2011, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $35,800; 04.30.2012, 
DNC Services Corporation/Democratic Na-
tional Committee, $5,000; 06.21.2012, DNC 
Services Corporation/Democratic National 
Committee, $1,250; 07.31.2012, DNC Services 
Corporation/Democratic National Com-
mittee, $15,000; 09.04.2012, DNC Services Cor-
poration/Democratic National Committee, 
$5,000; 10.22.2012, DNC Services Corporation/ 
Democratic National Committee, $4,550; 
12.31.2011, DNC Services Corporation/Demo-
cratic National Committee, $30,800; 12.16.2011, 
Obama for America, $2,495; 12.16.2011, Obama 
for America, $2,500; 9.27.2012, Lon Johnson, 
$500; 1.1.2013 (est.), Christine Quinn for 
Mayor, $2,950; 1.15.2013, Corey Booker for 
Senate (Primary), $2,600; 1.15.2013, Corey 
Booker for Senate (General), $2,400; 3.19.2013, 
Kay Hagan for Senate, $2,600; TOTAL, 
$142,695. 

2. Spouse: N/A. 
3. Children and Spouses: N/A. 
4. Parents: Katherine Costos & Charles 

Costos—no donations. 
5. Grandparents: Achilleas Kostopoulos & 

Kyriakitsa Kostopoulos—no donations. 

James Dardas & Theopoula Dardas—no dona-
tions. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: N/A. 
7. Sisters and Spouses: Maria Shahum & 

Peter Shahum—no donations. Elaine Scott & 
Jack Scott—no donations. 

*James Costos, of California, to serve con-
currently and without additional compensa-
tion as Ambassador Extraordinary and Plen-
ipotentiary of the United States of America 
to Andorra. 

Nominee: James Costos. 
Post: U.S. Ambassador to Spain, U.S. Am-

bassador to Andorra 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: 9.16.2009, DNC Services Corporation/ 

Democratic National Committee, $500; 
9.30.2012, Collins For Senate, $2,500; 04.14.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $5,000; 06.04.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $1,250; 07.02.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $15,000; 08.07.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $5,000; 10.22.2012, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $5,000; 12.16.2011, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012, $35,800; 04.30.2012, 
DNC Services Corporation/Democratic Na-
tional Committee, $5,000; 06.21.2012, DNC 
Services Corporation/Democratic National 
Committee, $1,250; 07.31.2012, DNC Services 
Corporation/Democratic National Com-
mittee, $15,000; 09.04.2012, DNC Services Cor-
poration/Democratic National Committee, 
$5,000; 10.22.2012, DNC Services Corporation/ 
Democratic National Committee, $4,550; 
12.31.2011, DNC Services Corporation/Demo-
cratic National Committee, $30,800; 12.16.2011, 
Obama for America, $2,495; 12.16.2011, Obama 
for America, $2,500; 9.27.2012, Lon Johnson, 
$500; 1.1.2013, (est.) Christine Quinn for 
Mayor, $2,950; 1.15.2013, Corey Booker for 
Senate (Primary), $2,600; 1.15.2013, Corey 
Booker for Senate (General), $2,400; 3.19.2013, 
Kay Hagan for Senate, $2,600; TOTAL, 
$142,695. 

2. Spouse: N/A. 
3. Children and Spouses: N/A. 
4. Parents: Katherine Costos & Charles 

Costos—no donations. 
5. Grandparents: Achilleas Kostopoulos & 

Kyriakitsa Kostopoulos—no donations. 
James Dardas & Theopoula Dardas—no dona-
tions. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: N/A. 
7. Sisters and Spouses: Maria Shahum & 

Peter Shahum—no donations. Elaine Scott & 
Jack Scott—no donations. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. COONS (for himself and Mr. 
LEAHY): 

S. 1385. A bill to provide for the appoint-
ment of additional Federal circuit and dis-

trict judges, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. CORKER): 

S. 1386. A bill to provide for enhanced em-
bassy security, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. 
JOHANNS): 

S. 1387. A bill to establish a pilot program 
to authorize the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development to make grants to non-
profit organizations to rehabilitate and mod-
ify homes of disabled and low-income vet-
erans; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Ms. STABENOW, and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 1388. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, in consultation 
with the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency and the Secretary 
of Energy, to conduct a study on the public 
health and environmental impacts of the 
production, transportation, storage, and use 
of petroleum coke, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 
S. 1389. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 

Interior to study the suitability and feasi-
bility of designating the Prison Ship Mar-
tyrs’ Monument in Fort Greene Park, in the 
New York City borough of Brooklyn, as a 
unit of the National Park System; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. KING (for himself and Mr. 
BLUNT): 

S. 1390. A bill to establish an independent 
advisory committee to review certain regu-
lations, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, and Mr. LEAHY): 

S. 1391. A bill to amend the Age Discrimi-
nation in Employment Act of 1967 and other 
laws to clarify appropriate standards for 
Federal employment discrimination and re-
taliation claims, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and Mr. 
PORTMAN): 

S. 1392. A bill to promote energy savings in 
residential buildings and industry, and for 
other purposes; read the first time. 

By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself, Mr. 
BENNET, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. NEL-
SON, Mr. REID, Mr. RUBIO, and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 1393. A bill to ensure that the courts of 
the United States may provide an impartial 
forum for claims brought by United States 
citizens and others against any railroad or-
ganized as a separate legal entity, arising 
from the deportation of United States citi-
zens and others to Nazi concentration camps 
on trains owned or operated by such rail-
road, and by the heirs and survivors of such 
persons; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TESTER: 
S. 1394. A bill to provide for the settlement 

of the water rights claims of the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Mr. COCH-
RAN, Mr. CASEY, and Mr. MORAN): 

S. 1395. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend and 
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expand the charitable deduction for con-
tributions of food inventory; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for himself 
and Mr. INHOFE): 

S. 1396. A bill to authorize the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency to award 
mitigation financial assistance in certain 
areas affected by wildfire; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. ENZI, 
and Mr. BARRASSO): 

S. 1397. A bill to improve the efficiency, 
management, and interagency coordination 
of the Federal permitting process through 
reforms overseen by the Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. CARPER (for himself, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. TESTER, and Ms. 
AYOTTE): 

S. 1398. A bill to require the Federal Gov-
ernment to expedite the sale of underutilized 
Federal real property; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. DURBIN: 
S. 1399. A bill to amend the 

Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to extend 
the interest rate limitation on debt entered 
into during military service to debt incurred 
during military service to consolidate or re-
finance student loans incurred before mili-
tary service; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. 
BROWN): 

S. 1400. A bill to increase access to adult 
education to provide for economic growth; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and 
Mr. LEVIN): 

S. Res. 202. A resolution designating July 
30, 2013, as ‘‘National Whistleblower Appre-
ciation Day’’; considered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr. 
KAINE, and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. Res. 203. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate regarding efforts by the 
United States to resolve the Israeli-Pales-
tinian conflict through a negotiated two- 
state solution; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mr. KING (for himself and Ms. COL-
LINS): 

S. Res. 204. A resolution designating Au-
gust 7, 2013, as ‘‘National Lighthouse and 
Lighthouse Preservation Day’’; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOZ-
MAN, Mrs. BOXER, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs. HAGAN, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. RUBIO, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. VITTER, 
Ms. WARREN, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. Res. 205. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of September 2013 as Na-
tional Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. SESSIONS (for himself, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. JOHNSON of South Da-
kota, Mr. SHELBY, Mrs. BOXER, Mrs. 

FEINSTEIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mrs. 
HAGAN, Mr. MORAN, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. 
BLUNT, and Mr. KING): 

S. Res. 206. A resolution designating Sep-
tember 2013 as ‘‘National Prostate Cancer 
Awareness Month’’; considered and agreed 
to. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 154 

At the request of Mr. COBURN, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
154, a bill to amend title I of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act to ensure that the coverage offered 
under multi-State qualified health 
plans offered in Exchanges is con-
sistent with the Federal abortion fund-
ing ban. 

S. 204 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, his name 

was added as a cosponsor of S. 204, a 
bill to preserve and protect the free 
choice of individual employees to form, 
join, or assist labor organizations, or 
to refrain from such activities. 

S. 240 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
240, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to modify the per-fiscal 
year calculation of days of certain ac-
tive duty or active service used to re-
duce the minimum age at which a 
member of a reserve component of the 
uniformed services may retire for non- 
regular service. 

S. 314 
At the request of Mr. REED, his name 

was added as a cosponsor of S. 314, a 
bill to amend the Public Health Serv-
ice Act to improve the health of chil-
dren and help better understand and 
enhance awareness about unexpected 
sudden death in early life. 

S. 381 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

names of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS), the Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Sen-
ator from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 381, a 
bill to award a Congressional Gold 
Medal to the World War II members of 
the ‘‘Doolittle Tokyo Raiders’’, for out-
standing heroism, valor, skill, and 
service to the United States in con-
ducting the bombings of Tokyo. 

S. 409 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the name 

of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
409, a bill to add Vietnam Veterans Day 
as a patriotic and national observance. 

S. 554 
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
554, a bill to provide for a biennial 
budget process and a biennial appro-
priations process and to enhance over-
sight and the performance of the Fed-
eral Government. 

S. 629 
At the request of Mr. PRYOR, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 

SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
629, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to recognize the service in 
the reserve components of the Armed 
Forces of certain persons by honoring 
them with status as veterans under 
law, and for other purposes. 

S. 675 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 675, a bill to prohibit contracting 
with the enemy. 

S. 727 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 727, a bill to improve the examina-
tion of depository institutions, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 790 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 

the name of the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mrs. HAGAN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 790, a bill to require the 
United States International Trade 
Commission to recommend temporary 
duty suspensions and reductions to 
Congress, and for other purposes. 

S. 907 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
907, a bill to provide grants to better 
understand and reduce gestational dia-
betes, and for other purposes. 

S. 1033 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 1033, a bill to author-
ize a grant program to promote phys-
ical education, activity, and fitness 
and nutrition, and to ensure healthy 
students, and for other purposes. 

S. 1053 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) and the Senator from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WARNER) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1053, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
strengthen and protect Medicare hos-
pice programs. 

S. 1140 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 

the name of the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. MURPHY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1140, a bill to extend 
the authorization of the Highlands 
Conservation Act through fiscal year 
2024. 

S. 1174 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the names of the Senator from Colo-
rado (Mr. BENNET) and the Senator 
from Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1174, a bill to award 
a Congressional Gold Medal to the 65th 
Infantry Regiment, known as the 
Borinqueneers. 

S. 1195 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. ISAKSON) and the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. CRAPO) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1195, a bill to repeal the 
renewable fuel standard. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:15 Sep 30, 2014 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00044 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD13\RECFILES\JUL2013\S30JY3.REC S30JY3bj
ne

al
 o

n 
D

S
K

2T
W

X
8P

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6073 July 30, 2013 
S. 1204 

At the request of Mr. COBURN, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1204, a bill to amend the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act to pro-
tect rights of conscience with regard to 
requirements for coverage of specific 
items and services, to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to prohibit cer-
tain abortion-related discrimination in 
governmental activities, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1208 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1208, a bill to require meaning-
ful disclosures of the terms of rental- 
purchase agreements, including disclo-
sures of all costs to consumers under 
such agreements, to provide certain 
substantive rights to consumers under 
such agreements, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1215 

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1215, a bill to strengthen privacy 
protections, accountability, and over-
sight related to domestic surveillance 
conducted pursuant to the USA PA-
TRIOT Act and the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978. 

S. 1218 

At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1218, a bill to establish a State 
Energy Race to the Top Initiative to 
assist energy policy innovation in the 
States to promote the goal of doubling 
electric and thermal energy produc-
tivity by January 1, 2030. 

S. 1228 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1228, a bill to establish a program 
to provide incentive payments to par-
ticipating Medicare beneficiaries who 
voluntarily establish and maintain bet-
ter health. 

S. 1254 

At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1254, a bill to amend the 
Harmful Algal Blooms and Hypoxia Re-
search and Control Act of 1998, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1271 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1271, a bill to direct the 
President to establish guidelines for 
the United States foreign assistance 
programs, and for other purposes. 

S. 1279 

At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1279, a bill to prohibit the revocation or 
withholding of Federal funds to pro-

grams whose participants carry out 
voluntary religious activities. 

S. 1335 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1335, a bill to protect and enhance 
opportunities for recreational hunting, 
fishing, and shooting, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1342 
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1342, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permit expensing 
of certain depreciable business assets 
for small businesses. 

S. 1349 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1349, a bill to enhance the abil-
ity of community financial institutions 
to foster economic growth and serve 
their communities, boost small busi-
nesses, increase individual savings, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1360 
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1360, a bill to amend the Improper 
Payments Elimination and Recovery 
Improvement Act of 2012, including 
making changes to the Do Not Pay ini-
tiative, for improved detection, preven-
tion, and recovery of improper pay-
ments to deceased individuals, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1378 
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1378, a bill to amend title 5, 
United States Code, to provide for in-
vestigative leave requirements with re-
spect to Senior Executive Service em-
ployees, and for other purposes. 

S. RES. 69 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 69, a resolution calling for the pro-
tections of religious minority rights 
and freedoms in the Arab world. 

S. RES. 164 
At the request of Mr. UDALL of Colo-

rado, the name of the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. CORKER) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. Res. 164, a resolution 
designating October 30, 2013, as a na-
tional day of remembrance for nuclear 
weapons program workers. 

S. RES. 165 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 165, a resolution calling 
for the release from prison of former 
Prime Minister of Ukraine Yulia 
Tymoshenko in light of the recent Eu-
ropean Court of Human Rights ruling. 

S. RES. 199 
At the request of Mr. COONS, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 

(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 199, a resolution celebrating 
the 200th August Quarterly Festival 
taking place from August 18, 2013, 
through August 25, 2013, in Wilmington, 
Delaware. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1814 
At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 1814 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 1243, an 
original bill making appropriations for 
the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2014, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. REED (for himself and 
Mr. JOHANNS): 

S. 1387. A bill to establish a pilot pro-
gram to authorize the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development to 
make grants to nonprofit organizations 
to rehabilitate and modify homes of 
disabled and low-income veterans; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am proud 
to be once again reintroducing the 
Housing Assistance for Veterans Act, 
HAVEN Act, with my colleague, Sen-
ator JOHANNS. 

Last year, we joined forces to suc-
cessfully pass this legislation as an 
amendment during the Senate’s consid-
eration of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act, NDAA. Unfortunately, 
due to concerns by some on the Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee, it was not 
included in the final version of the 
NDAA. Those concerns have been ad-
dressed in this version of the HAVEN 
Act, and I would like to thank the Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee for working 
cooperatively with us to strengthen 
the legislation. 

Our veterans have made many per-
sonal sacrifices in service to our Na-
tion, and we must honor our commit-
ment to provide them with the care 
they have earned and deserve. One such 
way is to ensure that they have access 
to adequate housing. 

According to Rebuilding Together, 
5.5 million of our veterans are disabled, 
and one and a half million are at risk 
of homelessness. In my home State of 
Rhode Island, according to the U.S. 
Census Bureau, there are more than 
19,000 veterans with disabilities, each 
of whom face their own unique chal-
lenges in terms of their housing needs. 

The Department of Veterans Affairs, 
VA, has programs that assist veterans 
in adapting and improving their homes, 
but unfortunately, these programs do 
not extend assistance to all veterans 
with disabilities. It is clear we must do 
more, and with this legislation, we are 
seeking to serve all veterans with dis-
abilities, regardless of the severity of 
the disability and whether the dis-
ability is service-connected. 
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The HAVEN Act will give veterans 

the opportunity to renovate and mod-
ify their existing homes by installing 
wheelchair ramps, widening doors, re- 
equipping rooms, and making nec-
essary additions and adjustments to 
existing structures—all so that these 
homes are safer and more suitable for 
our veterans. 

Our legislation encourages key 
stakeholders, such as the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, 
the VA, housing non-profits, and vet-
erans service organizations, to work 
together to serve our veterans. In order 
to extend the reach of this Federal 
funding, grant recipients would be ex-
pected to either match Federal funding 
or make in-kind contributions, through 
encouraging volunteers to help make 
repairs or engaging businesses to do-
nate needed supplies. 

This bill is supported by the Amer-
ican Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, 
Vietnam Veterans of America, Para-
lyzed Veterans of America, VetsFirst, a 
program of United Spinal Association, 
Iraq and Afghanistan Veterans of 
America, Habitat for Humanity, and 
Rebuilding Together. I thank Senator 
JOHANNS for working with me on this 
important bill, and I look forward to 
working with him and the rest of our 
colleagues to pass this legislation. 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Ms. STABENOW, and Mr. 
BROWN): 

S. 1388. A bill to require the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, 
in consultation with the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy and the Secretary of Energy, to con-
duct a study on the public health and 
environmental impacts of the produc-
tion, transportation, storage, and use 
of petroleum coke, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I am in-
troducing today, with my colleagues 
Senators Durbin, Stabenow, and 
Brown, the Petroleum Coke Trans-
parency and Public Health Study Act, 
which would require the Department of 
Health and Human Services to conduct 
a study on the health and environ-
mental impacts of petroleum coke. 
This bill, which is a companion to a 
bill introduced by Representative 
PETERS on June 6, 2013, was motivated 
by a situation in Detroit. 

In March 2013, large piles of uncon-
tained petroleum coke stored along the 
banks of the Detroit River became pub-
licly visible, raising questions about 
the potential environmental and public 
health impacts. Sitting just feet from 
the Detroit River, the piles have grown 
to nearly three stories high over the 
past several months. I want to make 
sure that this low-grade fuel does not 
pose a threat to the people of Detroit 
or impair our waterways. The Detroit 
River is a valued resource that must be 
preserved and protected. 

Petroleum coke is a byproduct of re-
fining crude oil into liquid fuels such 

as gasoline and diesel. It is a com-
modity that can be cofired with coal to 
produce low-cost energy. In recent 
years, a number of U.S. refineries have 
undergone expansions in order to ac-
commodate increases in processing 
crude oil, including the Marathon re-
finery in Detroit, MI; the Cenovus re-
finery in Wood River, IL; and the BP 
refinery in Whiting, IN. 

With increases in crude oil processing 
in the United States and Canada, pe-
troleum coke production is expected to 
rise. However, the impacts of petro-
leum coke on public health and the en-
vironment have not been fully as-
sessed. Further, each State has dif-
ferent regulations for managing, stor-
ing, and transporting it. It is impor-
tant that we understand the market 
projections for petroleum coke, how to 
properly manage it, and its potential 
impacts on public health and the envi-
ronment. 

This bill would address these key 
knowledge gaps by requiring a com-
prehensive study on petroleum coke. 
The study would include an analysis of 
the public health and environmental 
impacts of the production, transpor-
tation, storage, and use of petroleum 
coke; an assessment of best practices 
for storing, transporting, and man-
aging petroleum coke; and a quan-
titative analysis of current and pro-
jected domestic petroleum coke pro-
duction and utilization locations. 

We should ensure that energy produc-
tion occurs in a diligent and respon-
sible manner and does not harm public 
health or our environment. With a 
changing energy market and limited 
dollars, we must have a comprehensive 
understanding of how to effectively and 
efficiently manage our future energy 
supply. This bill would give us the 
tools to properly manage petroleum 
coke production with good environ-
mental and public stewardship. 

By Mr. KING (for himself and Mr. 
BLUNT): 

S. 1390. A bill to establish an inde-
pendent advisory committee to review 
certain regulations, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would 
like to offer a few words on a bill that 
I am introducing today with my col-
league and friend, Senator ROY BLUNT 
of Missouri. Upon my arrival to the 
Senate, Senator BLUNT and I shared a 
conversation in which we discovered 
our interest in proposing pragmatic 
legislation that would go about easing 
the ever-growing regulatory burden 
borne by businesses across the country. 
Since then, we have worked together to 
craft a bill that takes a reasonable ap-
proach toward thinning out older regu-
lations that have outlived their utility, 
all while retaining essential congres-
sional oversight. Today we introduce 
the Regulatory Improvement Act of 
2013, which I believe will achieve this 
goal. 

The Regulatory Improvement Act 
will create an independent Regulatory 

Improvement Commission that will be 
tasked with reviewing outdated regula-
tions with the goals of modifying, con-
solidating, or repealing regulations in 
order to reduce compliance costs, en-
courage growth and innovation, and 
improve competitiveness. The composi-
tion of the commission will be deter-
mined by congressional leadership and 
the President, and the commission will 
be tasked with identifying a single sec-
tor or area of regulations for consider-
ation. After extensive review involving 
broad public and stakeholder input, the 
commission will submit to Congress a 
report containing regulations in need 
of streamlining, consolidation, or re-
peal. This report will enjoy expedited 
legislative procedures and will be sub-
ject to an up-or-down vote in both 
houses of Congress without amend-
ment. 

Let me be clear: the intent of this 
bill is not to engage in a wholesale dis-
mantling of the existing regulatory re-
gime. In particular, I share some of my 
colleagues concerns that ‘‘regulatory 
reform’’ can be employed as a euphe-
mism to disguise an undercurrent of ef-
forts to completely undo significant 
legislation—from the Clean Air Act to 
the Affordable Care Act. I do not sup-
port such efforts. That said, I believe 
there is broad bipartisan consensus 
that regulations have a cumulative ef-
fect and that Congress has neither the 
expertise nor formal mechanisms 
through which it can effectively and 
expeditiously conduct retrospective 
analyses. A Regulatory Improvement 
Commission would provide a vehicle 
for the review of older regulations and 
provided much-needed relief to busi-
nesses struggling to comply with lay-
ers of competing or even duplicative 
regulations. 

In a larger sense, this bill seeks to re-
claim some of the ground that Con-
gress has ceded to executive agencies 
in recent years. From my vantage 
point, the current regulatory structure 
has become akin to a fourth, un-
checked branch of government. As an 
institution, we must find ways to re-
verse this disturbing trend and reestab-
lish an appropriate role of congres-
sional oversight. Therefore, I am glad 
to introduce this bipartisan bill that 
offers a reasonable way to revisit older 
regulations, and I thank Senator 
BLUNT for his interest and support of 
the proposal. 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, and Mr. LEAHY): 

S. 1391. A bill to amend the Age Dis-
crimination in Employment Act of 1967 
and other laws to clarify appropriate 
standards for Federal employment dis-
crimination and retaliation claims, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, today I 
join with my senior colleague from 
Iowa, Senator GRASSLEY, and with the 
distinguished chair of the Judiciary 
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Committee, Senator LEAHY, in reintro-
ducing the Protecting Older Workers 
Against Discrimination Act. 

The need for this legislation was viv-
idly demonstrated by the experience of 
an Iowan—Jack Gross. Mr. Gross gave 
the prime of his life, a quarter century 
of loyal service, to one company. De-
spite Mr. Gross’s stellar work record, 
FBL Financial demoted him and other 
employees over the age of 50 and gave 
his job to a younger employee. 

Expressly to prevent this kind of dis-
crimination, in 1967 Congress passed 
the Age Discrimination in Employment 
Act, ADEA. Modeled from and using 
the same language as Title VII of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964—which pro-
hibits employment discrimination on 
the basis of race, sex, national origin 
and religion—the ADEA makes it un-
lawful to discriminate on the basis of 
age. 

When Mr. Gross sought to enforce his 
rights under this law, a jury of Iowans 
heard the facts and found that his em-
ployer discriminated against him be-
cause of his age. That jury awarded 
him almost $47,000 in lost compensa-
tion. 

The case was ultimately appealed to 
the Supreme Court. In June 2009, in 
Gross v. FBL Financial, Inc., the Court 
ruled against Mr. Gross, and in doing 
so made it harder for those with legiti-
mate age discrimination claims to pre-
vail under the ADEA. In fact, on re-
mand, despite the fact Mr. Gross had 
established that age discrimination 
was a factor in his demotion, he lost 
his retrial. 

For decades, the law was clear. In 
1989, in Price Waterhouse v. Hopkins, 
the Court ruled that if a plaintiff seek-
ing relief under Title VII of the Civil 
Rights Act demonstrated that dis-
crimination was a ‘‘motivating’’ or 
‘‘substantial’’ factor behind the em-
ployer’s action, the burden shifted to 
the employer to show it would have 
taken the same action regardless of the 
plaintiff’s membership in a protected 
class. As part of the Civil Rights Act of 
1991, Congress codified the ‘‘motivating 
factor’’ standard with respect to Title 
VII discrimination claims. 

Since the ADEA uses the same lan-
guage as Title VII, was modeled from 
it, and had been interpreted consistent 
with the Civil Rights Act, courts right-
ly and consistently held that, like a 
plaintiff claiming discrimination on 
the basis of race, sex, religion and na-
tional origin, a victim bringing suit 
under the ADEA need only show that 
membership in a protected class was a 
‘‘motivating factor’’ in an employer’s 
action. If an employee showed that age 
was one factor in an employment deci-
sion, the burden was on the employer 
to show it had acted for a legitimate 
reason other than age. 

In Gross, the Court, addressing a 
question on which it did not grant cer-
tiorari, tore up this decades’ old stand-
ard. In its place, the Court imposed a 
standard that makes it prohibitively 
difficult for a victim to prove age dis-

crimination. According to the Court, a 
plaintiff bears the full burden of prov-
ing that age was not only a ‘‘moti-
vating’’ factor but the ‘‘but for’’ factor, 
or decisive factor. And, unfortunately, 
just last month the Supreme Court, in 
University of Texas Southwestern Med-
ical Center v. Nassar, extended Gross 
to retaliation cases under Title VII of 
the Civil Rights Act. Moreover, lower 
courts have extended Gross to other 
civil rights claims, including cases 
arising under the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act and the Rehabilitation 
Act. 

The extremely high burden Gross im-
poses radically undermines workers’ 
ability to hold employers accountable. 
As Professor Helen Norton testified to 
the HELP Committee, ‘‘Gross entirely 
insulates from liability even an em-
ployer who confesses discrimination so 
long as that employer had another rea-
son for its decision. By permitting em-
ployers to escape liability altogether 
even for a workplace admittedly in-
fected by discrimination, with no in-
centive to refrain from similar dis-
crimination in the future, the Gross 
rule thus undermines Congress’s efforts 
to stop and deter workplace discrimi-
nation.’’ 

Bear in mind, unlawful discrimina-
tion is often difficult to detect. Obvi-
ously, those who discriminate do not 
often admit they are acting for dis-
criminatory reasons. Employers rarely 
post signs saying, for example, ‘‘older 
workers need not apply.’’ To the con-
trary, they go out of their way to con-
ceal their true intent. The employer is 
in the best position to offer an expla-
nation of why a decision that involves 
discrimination or retaliation was actu-
ally motivated by legitimate reasons. 
As Professor Norton testified, ‘‘[s]uch 
burden shifting appropriately recog-
nizes and responds to employers’ great-
er access to information that is key to 
proving or disproving an element of a 
particular claim . . .’’ By putting the 
entire burden on the worker to dem-
onstrate the absence or insignificance 
of other factors, the court in effect has 
freed employers to discriminate or re-
taliate. 

Unfortunately, as Mr. Gross and his 
colleagues know all too well, age dis-
crimination does indeed occur. Count-
less thousands of American workers 
who are not yet ready to voluntarily 
retire find themselves jobless or passed 
over for promotions because of age dis-
crimination. Older workers often face 
stereotypes: That they are not as pro-
ductive as younger workers; that they 
cannot learn new skills; that they 
somehow have a lesser need for income 
to provide for their families. 

Indeed, according to an AARP study, 
60% of older workers have reported 
that they or someone they know has 
faced age discrimination in the work-
place. According to the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission, in Fis-
cal Year 2012, over 2,800 age discrimina-
tion complaints were filed, a more than 
20 percent increase from just five years 

ago. Given the stereotypes that older 
workers face, it is no surprise that on 
average they remain unemployed for 
more than twice as long as all unem-
ployed workers. 

The Protecting Older Workers 
Against Discrimination Act reiterates 
the principle that Congress established 
when it passed the Civil Rights Act of 
1964, the Age Discrimination in Em-
ployment Act, the Rehabilitation Act 
and the Americans with Disabilities 
Act—when making employment deci-
sions it is illegal for race, sex, national 
origin, religion, age or disability to be 
a factor. 

The bill repudiates the Supreme 
Court’s Gross v. FBL Financial deci-
sion and will restore the law to what it 
was for decades. It makes clear that 
when an employee shows discrimina-
tion was a ‘‘motivating factor’’ behind 
a decision, the burden is properly on 
the employer to show the same deci-
sion would have been made regardless 
of discrimination or retaliation. And, 
like the Civil Rights Act of 1991 with 
respect to discrimination cases under 
Title VII, if the employer meets that 
burden, the employer remains liable, 
but remedies are limited. 

This is a common sense, bipartisan 
bill. In fact, the Civil Rights Act of 
1991, key provisions of which served as 
a model for this legislation, passed the 
Senate on a bipartisan basis 93–5. Fur-
ther, we are introducing this bill only 
after countless hours of consultation 
with civil rights stakeholders and rep-
resentatives of the business commu-
nity. Moreover, this bill addresses the 
concerns that were raised about an ear-
lier version of the bill at a hearing held 
before the Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions Committee in March 2010. 

In fact, I want to comment on two 
changes from that earlier version of 
this bill introduced in the last Con-
gress. Since October 2009, when Senator 
LEAHY and I first introduced the Pro-
tecting Older Workers Against Dis-
crimination Act, we have had the ben-
efit of nearly three and a half years of 
lower court application of the Gross de-
cision. 

The 2009 bill would have expressly 
amended the ADEA to make clear that 
the analytical framework set out in 
McDonnell Douglas v. Green applied to 
that statute. Even though, before 
Gross, every Court of Appeals had held 
that McDonnell Douglas had applied to 
age claims, this clarification was 
meant to address a footnote in Gross in 
which the Court arguably questioned 
the applicability of McDonnell Douglas 
to the ADEA. Since the bill was first 
introduced, however, every lower court 
that has examined the issue has con-
tinued to apply McDonnell Douglas to 
the ADEA. As a result, because McDon-
nell Douglas applies to the ADEA al-
ready, we deem it unnecessary to 
amend the statute. 

Second, the initial bill expressly 
amended only the ADEA. Since Gross, 
however, lower courts have applied the 
Court’s reasoning in that decision to 
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other statutes. Because the most nota-
ble application has been to the ADA, 
Rehabilitation Act and Title VII retal-
iation claims, those statutes are ex-
pressly amended here too. 

Finally, in Gross, the Court defended 
the Court’s departure from well-estab-
lished law by noting that it ‘‘cannot ig-
nore Congress’ decision to amend Title 
VII’s relevant provisions but not make 
similar changes to the ADEA.’’ In 
other words, the Court found that be-
cause Congress, in the Civil Rights Act 
of 1991, codified the ‘‘motivating fac-
tor’’ framework for discrimination 
claims under Title VII, but not for the 
ADEA, Congress somehow must have 
intended Price Waterhouse not to 
apply to any statute but Title VII. 

Because of the Court’s reasoning, I 
want to emphasize that this bill in no 
way questions the motivating factor 
framework for other anti-discrimina-
tion and anti-retaliation statutes that 
are not expressly covered by the legis-
lation. As the bill’s findings make 
clear, not only does this bill repudiate 
the Gross decision itself, but it ex-
pressly repudiates the reasoning under-
lying the decision, including the argu-
ment that Congress’s failure to amend 
any statute other than Title VII means 
that Congress intended to disallow 
mixed motive claims under other stat-
utes. It would be an error for a court to 
apply similar reasoning following pas-
sage of this bill to other statutes. The 
fact that other statutes are not ex-
pressly amended in this bill does not 
mean that Congress endorses Gross’s 
application to any other statute. 

In conclusion, this bill is very 
straightforward. It reiterates what 
Congress said in 1967 when it passed the 
ADEA—when making employment de-
cisions it is illegal for age to be a fac-
tor. A person should not be judged arbi-
trarily because he or she was born in a 
certain year or earlier when he or she 
still has the ability to contribute as 
much, or more, as the next person. 
This bill will help ensure that all our 
citizens will have an equal oppor-
tunity, commensurate with their abili-
ties, for productive employment. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1391 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Protecting 
Older Workers Against Discrimination Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) In enacting section 107 of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1991 (adding section 703(m) of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964), Congress re-
affirmed its understanding that unlawful dis-
crimination is often difficult to detect and 
prove because discriminators do not usually 
admit their discrimination and often try to 
conceal their true motives. Section 703(m) of 

the Civil Rights Act of 1964 expressly ap-
proved so-called ‘‘mixed motive’’ claims, pro-
viding that an unlawful employment prac-
tice is established when a protected char-
acteristic was a motivating factor for any 
employment practice, even though other fac-
tors also motived the practice. 

(2) Congress enacted amendments to other 
civil rights statutes, including the Age Dis-
crimination in Employment Act of 1967 (re-
ferred to in this section as the ‘‘ADEA’’), the 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, and 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, but Congress 
did not expressly amend those statutes to 
address mixed motive discrimination. 

(3) In the case of Gross v. FBL Financial 
Services, Inc., 557 U.S. 167 (2009), the Su-
preme Court held that, because Congress did 
not expressly amend the ADEA to address 
mixed motive claims, such claims were un-
available under the ADEA, and instead the 
complainant bears the burden of proving 
that a protected characteristic or protected 
activity was the ‘‘but for’’ cause of an unlaw-
ful employment practice. This decision has 
significantly narrowed the scope of protec-
tions afforded by the statutes that were not 
expressly amended in 1991 to address mixed 
motive claims. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are— 

(1) to clarify congressional intent that 
mixed motive claims shall be available, and 
that a complaining party need not prove 
that a protected characteristic or protected 
activity was the ‘‘but for’’ cause of an unlaw-
ful employment practice, under the ADEA 
and similar civil rights provisions; 

(2) to reject the Supreme Court’s reasoning 
in the Gross decision that Congress’ failure 
to amend any statute other than title VII of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (with respect to 
discrimination claims), in enacting section 
107 of the Civil Rights Act of 1991, suggests 
that Congress intended to disallow mixed 
motive claims under other statutes; and 

(3) to clarify that complaining parties— 
(A) may rely on any type or form of admis-

sible evidence to establish their claims of an 
unlawful employment practice; 

(B) are not required to demonstrate that 
the protected characteristic or activity was 
the sole cause of the employment practice; 
and 

(C) may demonstrate an unlawful employ-
ment practice through any available method 
of proof or analytical framework. 
SEC. 3. STANDARDS OF PROOF. 

(a) AGE DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT 
ACT OF 1967.— 

(1) CLARIFYING PROHIBITION AGAINST IMPER-
MISSIBLE CONSIDERATION OF AGE IN EMPLOY-
MENT PRACTICES.—Section 4 of the Age Dis-
crimination in Employment Act of 1967 (29 
U.S.C. 623) is amended by inserting after sub-
section (f) the following: 

‘‘(g)(1) Except as otherwise provided in this 
Act, an unlawful practice is established 
under this Act when the complaining party 
demonstrates that age or an activity pro-
tected by subsection (d) was a motivating 
factor for any practice, even though other 
factors also motivated the practice. 

‘‘(2) In establishing an unlawful practice 
under this Act, including under paragraph (1) 
or by any other method of proof, a com-
plaining party— 

‘‘(A) may rely on any type or form of ad-
missible evidence and need only produce evi-
dence sufficient for a reasonable trier of fact 
to find that an unlawful practice occurred 
under this Act; and 

‘‘(B) shall not be required to demonstrate 
that age or an activity protected by sub-
section (d) was the sole cause of a practice.’’. 

(2) REMEDIES.—Section 7 of such Act (29 
U.S.C. 626) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (b)— 
(i) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The’’ 

and inserting ‘‘(1) The’’; 
(ii) in the third sentence, by striking 

‘‘Amounts’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘(2) Amounts’’; 
(iii) in the fifth sentence, by striking ‘‘Be-

fore’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘(4) Before’’; and 
(iv) by inserting before paragraph (4), as 

designated by clause (iii) of this subpara-
graph, the following: 

‘‘(3) On a claim in which an individual 
demonstrates that age was a motivating fac-
tor for any employment practice, under sec-
tion 4(g)(1), and a respondent demonstrates 
that the respondent would have taken the 
same action in the absence of the impermis-
sible motivating factor, the court— 

‘‘(A) may grant declaratory relief, injunc-
tive relief (except as provided in subpara-
graph (B)), and attorney’s fees and costs 
demonstrated to be directly attributable 
only to the pursuit of a claim under section 
4(g)(1); and 

‘‘(B) shall not award damages or issue an 
order requiring any admission, reinstate-
ment, hiring, promotion, or payment.’’; and 

(B) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘Any’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Subject to subsection (b)(3), 
any’’. 

(3) DEFINITIONS.—Section 11 of such Act (29 
U.S.C. 630) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(m) The term ‘demonstrates’ means meets 
the burdens of production and persuasion.’’. 

(4) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—Section 15 of 
such Act (29 U.S.C. 633a) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(h) Sections 4(g) and 7(b)(3) shall apply to 
mixed motive claims (involving practices de-
scribed in section 4(g)(1)) under this sec-
tion.’’. 

(b) TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 
1964.— 

(1) CLARIFYING PROHIBITION AGAINST IMPER-
MISSIBLE CONSIDERATION OF RACE, COLOR, RE-
LIGION, SEX, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN IN EMPLOY-
MENT PRACTICES.—Section 703 of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000e–2) is 
amended by striking subsection (m) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(m) Except as otherwise provided in this 
title, an unlawful employment practice is es-
tablished under this title when the com-
plaining party demonstrates that race, color, 
religion, sex, or national origin or an activ-
ity protected by section 704(a) was a moti-
vating factor for any employment practice, 
even though other factors also motivated the 
practice.’’. 

(2) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—Section 717 of 
such Act (42 U.S.C. 2000e–16) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(g) Sections 703(m) and 706(g)(2)(B) shall 
apply to mixed motive cases (involving prac-
tices described in section 703(m)) under this 
section.’’. 

(c) AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT OF 
1990.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—Section 101 of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
12111) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(11) DEMONSTRATES.—The term ‘dem-
onstrates’ means meets the burdens of pro-
duction and persuasion.’’. 

(2) CLARIFYING PROHIBITION AGAINST IMPER-
MISSIBLE CONSIDERATION OF DISABILITY IN EM-
PLOYMENT PRACTICES.—Section 102 of such 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12112) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(e) PROOF.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Except as otherwise 

provided in this Act, a discriminatory prac-
tice is established under this Act when the 
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complaining party demonstrates that dis-
ability or an activity protected by sub-
section (a) or (b) of section 503 was a moti-
vating factor for any employment practice, 
even though other factors also motivated the 
practice. 

‘‘(2) DEMONSTRATION.—In establishing a 
discriminatory practice under paragraph (1) 
or by any other method of proof, a com-
plaining party— 

‘‘(A) may rely on any type or form of ad-
missible evidence and need only produce evi-
dence sufficient for a reasonable trier of fact 
to find that a discriminatory practice oc-
curred under this Act; and 

‘‘(B) shall not be required to demonstrate 
that disability or an activity protected by 
subsection (a) or (b) of section 503 was the 
sole cause of an employment practice.’’. 

(3) CERTAIN ANTIRETALIATION CLAIMS.—Sec-
tion 503(c) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 12203(c)) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The remedies’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the remedies’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) CERTAIN ANTIRETALIATION CLAIMS.— 

Section 107(c) shall apply to claims under 
section 102(e)(1) with respect to title I.’’. 

(4) REMEDIES.—Section 107 of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 12117) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(c) DISCRIMINATORY MOTIVATING FAC-
TOR.—On a claim in which an individual 
demonstrates that disability was a moti-
vating factor for any employment practice, 
under section 102(e)(1), and a respondent 
demonstrates that the respondent would 
have taken the same action in the absence of 
the impermissible motivating factor, the 
court— 

‘‘(1) may grant declaratory relief, injunc-
tive relief (except as provided in paragraph 
(2)), and attorney’s fees and costs dem-
onstrated to be directly attributable only to 
the pursuit of a claim under section 102(e)(1); 
and 

‘‘(2) shall not award damages or issue an 
order requiring any admission, reinstate-
ment, hiring, promotion, or payment.’’. 

(d) REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Sections 501(g), 503(d), and 

504(d) of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 
U.S.C. 791(g), 793(d), and 794(d)), are each 
amended by adding after the words ‘‘title I of 
the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 
(42 U.S.C. 12111 et seq.)’’ the following: ‘‘, in-
cluding the standards of causation or meth-
ods of proof applied under section 102(e) of 
that Act (42 U.S.C. 12112(e)),’’. 

(2) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) to section 501(g) shall 
be construed to apply to all employees cov-
ered by section 501. 
SEC. 4. APPLICATION. 

This Act, and the amendments made by 
this Act, shall apply to all claims pending on 
or after the date of enactment of this Act. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Mr. 
COCHRAN, Mr. CASEY, and Mr. 
MORAN): 

S. 1395. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to permanently 
extend and expand the charitable de-
duction for contributions of food inven-
tory; to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased today to introduce the Good 
Samaritan Hunger Relief Tax Incentive 
Act along with Senators COCHRAN, 
CASEY, and MORAN. This bill is an ef-
fort I have worked on with former Sen-
ator Richard Lugar for many years and 
I am happy to continue the effort on 

behalf of hungry families nationwide 
this Congress. 

In the wake of our Nation’s economic 
recession, the demand on food banks, 
church food pantries, and soup kitch-
ens has increased significantly. Accord-
ing to a study by the United States De-
partment of Agriculture, over 50 mil-
lion Americans lived in food insecure 
households in 2011. The same study 
found that households with children re-
ported food insecurity at a much high-
er rate than households without chil-
dren. In fact, in Vermont alone, over 
12,000 children rely on food from food 
shelves each month. 

Despite the increased demand for do-
nated food, it is estimated that be-
tween 25 and 40 percent of the food that 
is produced, grown, and transported in 
the United States will never be con-
sumed. This contributes to the 70 bil-
lion pounds of fit and wholesome food 
that are sent to landfills in the United 
States each year. 

This bill would address this troubling 
trend by giving greater incentives to 
all businesses to donate food to non- 
profit organizations that feed the hun-
gry. The current tax code allows cor-
porations to receive a special deduc-
tion for donations to food banks, but it 
excludes many other small businesses 
such as farmers, ranchers, and res-
taurant owners from the same tax in-
centive. Unfortunately, these busi-
nesses often find it more cost effective 
to throw away food than to donate it to 
those in need. 

I am pleased beginning in 2006, Con-
gress temporarily extended this tax in-
centive to most businesses, and most 
recently extended the provision 
through the end of 2013. After the pro-
vision was enacted, in the restaurant 
industry alone we saw a 137 percent in-
crease in the pounds of food donated. 
The Good Samaritan Hunger Relief Tax 
Incentive Act would make this provi-
sion permanent, and would extend the 
deduction to farmers who often have 
large amounts of fresh food to donate. 

This bipartisan legislation is sup-
ported by numerous organizations in-
cluding Feeding America, the Amer-
ican Farm Bureau Federation, the 
Food Marketing Institute, Grocery 
Manufactures Association, the Na-
tional Restaurant Association, the 
Vermont Food Bank, and Hunger Free 
Vermont. I hope as this Congress con-
siders comprehensive tax legislation in 
the future this measure is included. We 
must do more to ensure that no one in 
America goes hungry, and increasing 
the amount of food available to food 
banks is a critical step toward meeting 
that goal. 

By Mr. DURBIN: 
S. 1399. A bill to amend the 

Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to ex-
tend the interest rate limitation on 
debt entered into during military serv-
ice to debt incurred during military 
service to consolidate or refinance stu-
dent loans incurred before military 
service; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1399 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. INTEREST RATE LIMITATION ON 

DEBT ENTERED INTO DURING MILI-
TARY SERVICE TO CONSOLIDATE OR 
REFINANCE STUDENT LOANS IN-
CURRED BEFORE MILITARY SERV-
ICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
207 of the Servicemembers Civil Relief Act 
(50 U.S.C. App. 527) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘ON DEBT 
INCURRED BEFORE SERVICE’’ after ‘‘LIMITATION 
TO 6 PERCENT’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2): 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION TO 6 PERCENT ON DEBT IN-
CURRED DURING SERVICE TO CONSOLIDATE OR 
REFINANCE STUDENT LOANS INCURRED BEFORE 
SERVICE.—An obligation or liability bearing 
interest at a rate in excess of 6 percent per 
year that is incurred by a servicemember, or 
the servicemember and the servicemember’s 
spouse jointly, during military service to 
consolidate or refinance one or more student 
loans incurred by the servicemember before 
such military service shall not bear an inter-
est at a rate in excess of 6 percent during the 
period of military service.’’; 

(4) in paragraph (3), as redesignated by 
paragraph (2) of this subsection, by inserting 
‘‘or (2)’’ after ‘‘paragraph (1)’’; and 

(5) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph (2)’’ and inserting 
‘‘paragraph (3)’’. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF LIMITATION.—Sub-
section (b) of such section is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the inter-
est rate limitation in subsection (a)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘an interest rate limitation in para-
graph (1) or (2) of subsection (a)’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘AS OF DATE OF ORDER TO ACTIVE DUTY’’; and 
(B) by inserting before the period at the 

end the following: ‘‘in the case of an obliga-
tion or liability covered by subsection (a)(1), 
or as of the date the servicemember (or serv-
icemember and spouse jointly) incurs the ob-
ligation or liability concerned under sub-
section (a)(2)’’. 

(c) STUDENT LOAN DEFINED.—Subsection (d) 
of such section is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) STUDENT LOAN.—The term ‘student 
loan’ means the following: 

‘‘(A) A Federal student loan made, insured, 
or guaranteed under title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.). 

‘‘(B) A private student loan as that term is 
defined section 140(a) of the Truth in Lend-
ing Act (15 U.S.C. 1650(a)).’’. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and 
Mr. BROWN): 

S. 1400. A bill to increase access to 
adult education to provide for eco-
nomic growth; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, our econ-
omy will not work for individuals or 
for our nation unless we create and 
support avenues for adults to continue 
their education and build their skills. 
These are longstanding issues that I 
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have worked on for many years, includ-
ing the last attempt to reauthorize the 
Workforce Investment Act. I was 
pleased to work with Senator Webb in 
the 112th Congress on the Adult Edu-
cation and Economic Growth Act, and 
I am proud to reintroduce it today with 
Senator BROWN. I thank Congressman 
RUBÉN HINOJOSA for introducing the 
companion legislation in the House of 
Representatives. 

The Adult Education and Economic 
Growth Act increases the investment 
in adult education programs; ensures 
better coordination among adult edu-
cation programs, workforce develop-
ment programs, and higher education; 
strengthens professional development 
for adult education providers; expands 
the use of technology in adult edu-
cation programs; and provides incen-
tives for employers to support their 
workers who need adult education serv-
ices. 

In Rhode Island, roughly 41 percent 
of working age adults have a college 
degree. By 2018, it is estimated that 61 
percent of Rhode Island jobs will re-
quire some postsecondary education. 
We have an estimated 91,000 individuals 
without a high school diploma—the 
basic ticket to accessing postsecondary 
education and training. 

Nationally, the numbers make a 
similar case for the need to invest in 
adult education. According to the Na-
tional Commission on Adult Literacy, 
80 to 90 million U.S. adults today, 
about half of the adult workforce, do 
not have the basic education and com-
munication skills required to obtain 
jobs that pay a family-sustaining wage. 
These individuals continue to struggle 
in the recovering economy, with unem-
ployment rates above 10 percent for in-
dividuals who do not have a high 
school diploma, compared to 7.6 per-
cent for high school graduates and less 
than 4 percent for workers with bach-
elor’s degrees. 

Simply put, we will not be able to 
close the skills gap without a robust 
investment in adult education. Unfor-
tunately, we have not been making 
this kind of investment. Funding has 
been anemic, and as a result, services 
reach fewer than 3 million adults annu-
ally—a fraction of the need. 

The Adult Education and Economic 
Growth will help turn around this dire 
situation by increasing the authoriza-
tion for adult education programs au-
thorized under Title II of the Work-
force Investment Act to $850 million 
and establishing a new state tech-
nology grant for adult education to up-
grade the delivery system and assist 
adults in attaining critical digital lit-
eracy skills. This legislation requires 
state and local workforce investment 
boards to address adult education in 
their plans for using funds authorized 
under Title I of the Workforce Invest-
ment Act, including incorporating 
adult education into career pathways 
programs and offering integrated edu-
cation and training programs. It also 
strengthens programs and services for 

English learners, including authorizing 
the Integrated English Literacy and 
Civics Program, and for adults with 
disabilities. The legislation will also 
build the knowledge base on what 
works for adult learners through a Na-
tional Center for Adult Education, Lit-
eracy, and Workplace Skills. Finally, 
the Adult Education and Economic 
Growth Act will provide employers 
with tax incentives to invest in devel-
oping the basic skills of their employ-
ees. 

In sum, the Adult Education and 
Economic Growth Act offers a com-
prehensive approach to reaching the 
millions of adults who need basic 
skills, English literacy instruction, or 
a secondary school diploma so that 
they can embark on a career pathway 
that leads to economic stability and 
success. I am pleased to have worked 
with the National Commission on 
Adult Literacy in developing this legis-
lation. I urge my colleagues to cospon-
sor this bill and work with me to in-
clude its provisions in the pending re-
authorization of the Workforce Invest-
ment Act. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 202—DESIG-
NATING JULY 30, 2013, AS ‘‘NA-
TIONAL WHISTLEBLOWER AP-
PRECIATION DAY’’ 

Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and Mr. 
LEVIN) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to.: 

S. RES. 202 

Whereas, in 1777, before the passage of the 
Bill of Rights, 10 sailors and marines blew 
the whistle on fraud and misconduct harmful 
to the United States; 

Whereas the Founding Fathers unani-
mously supported the whistleblowers in 
words and deeds, including releasing govern-
ment records and providing monetary assist-
ance for reasonable legal expenses necessary 
to prevent retaliation; 

Whereas, on July 30, 1778, in demonstration 
of their full support for whistleblowers, the 
members of the Continental Congress unani-
mously enacted the first whistleblower legis-
lation in the United States that read: ‘‘Re-
solved, That it is the duty of all persons in 
the service of the United States, as well as 
all other the inhabitants thereof, to give the 
earliest information to Congress or other 
proper authority of any misconduct, frauds 
or misdemeanors committed by any officers 
or persons in the service of these states, 
which may come to their knowledge’’ (legis-
lation of July 30, 1778, reprinted in Journals 
of the Continental Congress, 1774–1789, ed. Gov-
ernment Printing Office (Washington, DC, 
1908), 11:732); 

Whereas whistleblowers risk their careers, 
jobs, and reputations by reporting waste, 
fraud, and abuse to the proper authorities; 

Whereas, when providing proper authori-
ties with lawful disclosures, whistleblowers 
save taxpayers in the United States billions 
of dollars each year and serve the public in-
terest by ensuring that the United States re-
mains an ethical and safe place; and 

Whereas it is the public policy of the 
United States to encourage, in accordance 
with Federal law (including the Constitu-

tion, rules, and regulations) and consistent 
with the protection of classified information 
(including sources and methods of detec-
tion), honest and good faith reporting of mis-
conduct, fraud, misdemeanors, and other 
crimes to the appropriate authority at the 
earliest time possible: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates July 30, 2013, as ‘‘National 

Whistleblower Appreciation Day’’; and 
(2) ensures that the Federal Government 

implements the intent of the Founding Fa-
thers, as reflected in the legislation enacted 
on July 30, 1778, by encouraging each execu-
tive agency to recognize National Whistle-
blower Appreciation Day by— 

(A) informing employees, contractors 
working on behalf of United States tax-
payers, and members of the public about the 
legal rights of citizens of the United States 
to blow the whistle; and 

(B) acknowledging the contributions of 
whistleblowers to combating waste, fraud, 
abuse, and violations of laws and regulations 
in the United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 203—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE REGARDING EFFORTS 
BY THE UNITED STATES TO RE-
SOLVE THE ISRAELI-PALES-
TINIAN CONFLICT THROUGH A 
NEGOTIATED TWO-STATE SOLU-
TION 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr. 
KAINE, and Mr. HEINRICH) submitted 
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations.: 

S. RES. 203 

Whereas the special relationship between 
the United States and Israel is rooted in 
shared interests and shared values of democ-
racy, human rights, and the rule of law; 

Whereas the United States has worked for 
decades to strengthen Israel’s security 
through assistance and cooperation on de-
fense and intelligence matters in order to en-
hance the safety of Americans and Israelis; 

Whereas the United States remains unwav-
ering in its commitment to help Israel ad-
dress the myriad challenges our ally faces, 
including threats from anti-Israel terrorist 
organizations, regional instability, horri-
fying violence in neighboring states, and the 
prospect of a nuclear-armed Iran; 

Whereas, the United States continues to 
seek a permanent, two-state solution to re-
solve the conflict between Israel and Pal-
estine as a fundamental component of our 
Nation’s commitment to the security of 
Israel; 

Whereas, for 20 years, Presidents of the 
United States from both political parties and 
Israeli Prime Ministers have supported a 
two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict; 

Whereas ending the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict is vital to the interests of all parties 
and to peace and stability in the Middle 
East; 

Whereas a peace agreement that estab-
lishes a Palestinian state, coexisting side-by- 
side with Israel in peace and security, is nec-
essary to ensure that Israel remains a Jew-
ish, democratic state; 

Whereas, recognizing the urgency of the 
situation, Secretary John Kerry made 6 trips 
to the Middle East in his first 6 months as 
Secretary of State in an effort to resume ne-
gotiations toward a two-state solution; 

Whereas, on July 29, 2013 representatives of 
Israel and Palestine engaged in face-to-face 
talks in order to move toward a resumption 
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of formal negotiations on the Israeli-Pales-
tinian conflict’s final status issues: 

Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 

that— 
(1) a two-state solution is the only out-

come to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict 
which can— 

(A) ensure the State of Israel’s survival as 
a secure, democratic homeland for the Jew-
ish people; and 

(B) fulfill the legitimate aspirations of the 
Palestinian people for a state of their own; 

(2) achievement of a two-state solution 
that would enhance stability and security in 
the Middle East is a fundamental United 
States security interest; 

(3) while only Israel and Palestine can 
make the difficult choices necessary to end 
their conflict, the United States remains in-
dispensable to any viable effort to achieve 
that goal; 

(4) Secretary of State John Kerry is to be 
commended for his tireless efforts to ur-
gently advance a negotiated two-state solu-
tion; and 

(5) the Senate pledges its support for a sus-
tained United States diplomatic initiative to 
help Israel and Palestine conclude an agree-
ment to end their conflict. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 204—DESIG-
NATING AUGUST 7, 2013, AS ‘‘NA-
TIONAL LIGHTHOUSE AND 
LIGHTHOUSE PRESERVATION 
DAY’’ 

Mr. KING (for himself and Ms. COL-
LINS) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 204 

Whereas August 7, 2013, marks the 224th 
anniversary of the signing by President 
George Washington of the Act entitled ‘‘An 
Act for the establishment and support of 
lighthouses, beacons, buoys, and public 
piers’’, approved August 7, 1789 (commonly 
known as the ‘‘Lighthouse Act of 1789’’) (1 
Stat. 53, chapter 9); 

Whereas that Act, the ninth act of the 1st 
Congress, established a Federal role in the 
support, maintenance, and repair of all light-
houses, beacon buoys, and public piers nec-
essary for safe navigation, commissioned the 
first Federal lighthouse, and represents the 
first public works act in the young United 
States; 

Whereas the establishment of the United 
States system of navigational aids set the 
United States on a path to the forefront of 
international maritime prominence and es-
tablished lighthouses that played an integral 
role in the rich maritime history of the 
United States, as that history spread from 
the Atlantic coast, through the Great Lakes 
and the Gulf coast, to the Pacific States; 

Whereas those iconic structures, standing 
at land’s end through 2 centuries, have sym-
bolized safety, security, heroism, duty, and 
faithfulness; 

Whereas architects, designers, engineers, 
builders, and keepers devoted, and in some 
cases jeopardized, their lives for the safety of 
others during centuries of light tending by 
the United States Lighthouse Service and 
the United States Coast Guard; 

Whereas the automation of the light sys-
tem exposed the historic lighthouse towers 
to the ravages of time and vandalism and 
yet, at the same time, opened an opportunity 
for citizen involvement in efforts to save and 
restore those beacons that mark the evolv-
ing maritime history of the United States 
and its coastal communities; 

Whereas the national lighthouse preserva-
tion movement has gained momentum over 
the past half century and is making major 
contributions to the preservation of mari-
time history and heritage and, through the 
development and enhancement of cultural 
tourism, to the economies of coastal commu-
nities in the United States; 

Whereas the National Historic Lighthouse 
Preservation Act of 2000 (Public Law 106–355; 
114 Stat. 1385), enacted on October 24, 2000, 
and with the aid of the lighthouse preserva-
tion community, provides an effective proc-
ess administered by the General Services Ad-
ministration and the National Park Service 
for transferring lighthouses to the best pos-
sible stewardship groups; 

Whereas, for the past several decades, re-
gional and national groups have formed 
within the lighthouse preservation commu-
nity to promote lighthouse heritage through 
research, education, tourism, and publica-
tions; 

Whereas the earliest and largest regional 
preservation group, the Great Lakes Light-
house Keepers Association, headquartered in 
Michigan, marks its 30th anniversary in 2013, 
and the largest and oldest national group, 
the United States Lighthouse Society, which 
relocated from San Francisco, California, to 
the State of Washington in 2008, marks its 
30th anniversary in 2014; 

Whereas other groups have also been 
formed to promote lighthouse preservation 
and history, many with regional chapters, 
including— 

(1) a national leadership council and forum 
named the American Lighthouse Council 
(formerly the American Lighthouse Coordi-
nating Committee), currently headquartered 
in Illinois; 

(2) the American Lighthouse Foundation in 
Maine; 

(3) the Michigan Lighthouse Alliance and 
Michigan Lighthouse Conservancy; 

(4) the Maine Lights Program; 
(5) the Outer Banks Lighthouse Society in 

North Carolina; 
(6) the New Jersey Lighthouse Society; 
(7) the Florida Lighthouse Association; and 
(8) the Lighthouse Preservation Society in 

Massachusetts; 
Whereas major lighthouse publications, in-

cluding the United States Lighthouse Soci-
ety’s Keeper’s Log and the Lighthouse Di-
gest, contribute greatly to the promotion of 
lighthouse heritage and preservation; 

Whereas single-lighthouse preservation ef-
forts by individuals or organizations, includ-
ing historical societies and governments, 
have even longer histories, including preser-
vation efforts in— 

(1) Grosse Point, Illinois, established in 
1935; 

(2) Buffalo, New York, established in 1962; 
(3) Navesink Twin Lights, New Jersey, es-

tablished in 1962; 
(4) Point Fermin, California, established in 

1970; 
(5) Charlotte-Genesse near Rochester, New 

York, established in 1965; 
(6) Key West, Florida, established in 1969; 
(7) Split Rock Lighthouse, Minnesota, es-

tablished in 1971; 
(8) Ponce de Leon Inlet, Florida, estab-

lished in 1972; 
(9) St. Augustine, Florida, established in 

1981; and 
(10) Fire Island, New York, established in 

1982; 
Whereas, despite progress, many light-

houses in the United States remain threat-
ened by erosion, neglect, vandalism, and de-
terioration by the elements; 

Whereas Congress passed, and President 
Ronald Reagan signed, a Joint Resolution 
entitled ‘‘Joint Resolution designating the 
day of August 7, 1989, as ‘National Light-

house Day’ ’’, approved November 5, 1988 
(Public Law 100–622; 102 Stat. 3201), in honor 
of the bicentennial of the United States 
Lighthouse Service; and 

Whereas the many completed, ongoing, or 
planned private and public efforts to pre-
serve lighthouses demonstrate the public 
support for those historic structures: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates August 7, 2013, as ‘‘National 

Lighthouse and Lighthouse Preservation 
Day’’; 

(2) encourages lighthouse grounds to be 
made open to the general public to the ex-
tent feasible; and 

(3) encourages the people of the United 
States to observe National Lighthouse and 
Lighthouse Preservation Day with appro-
priate ceremonies and activities. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 205—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF SEPTEMBER 
2013 AS NATIONAL OVARIAN CAN-
CER AWARENESS MONTH 
Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Ms. 

AYOTTE, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOZ-
MAN, Mrs. BOXER, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs. HAGAN, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. RUBIO, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. VITTER, Ms. 
WARREN, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 205 
Whereas ovarian cancer is the deadliest of 

all gynecologic cancers; 
Whereas ovarian cancer is the fifth leading 

cause of cancer deaths among women in the 
United States; 

Whereas, in 2013, approximately 22,000 new 
cases of ovarian cancer will be diagnosed, 
and 14,400 women will die of ovarian cancer 
in the United States; 

Whereas the mortality rate for ovarian 
cancer has not significantly decreased since 
the ‘‘War on Cancer’’ was declared more than 
40 years ago; 

Whereas all women are at risk for ovarian 
cancer, and 90 percent of women diagnosed 
with ovarian cancer do not have a family 
history that puts them at a higher risk; 

Whereas some women, such as those with a 
family history of breast or ovarian cancer, 
are at higher risk for developing the disease; 

Whereas the Pap test is sensitive and spe-
cific to the early detection of cervical can-
cer, but not ovarian cancer; 

Whereas there is currently no reliable 
early detection test for ovarian cancer; 

Whereas many people are unaware that the 
symptoms of ovarian cancer often include 
bloating, pelvic or abdominal pain, difficulty 
eating or feeling full quickly, urinary symp-
toms, and several other symptoms that are 
easily confused with other diseases; 

Whereas, in June 2007, the first national 
consensus statement on ovarian cancer 
symptoms was developed to provide consist-
ency in describing symptoms to make it 
easier for women to learn and remember the 
symptoms; 

Whereas there are known methods to re-
duce the risk of ovarian cancer, including 
prophylactic surgery, oral contraceptives, 
and breastfeeding; 

Whereas due to the lack of a reliable early 
detection test, 75 percent of cases of ovarian 
cancer are detected at an advanced stage, 
making the overall 5-year survival rate only 
46 percent; 

Whereas there are factors that are known 
to reduce the risk for ovarian cancer and 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6080 July 30, 2013 
that play an important role in the preven-
tion of the disease; 

Whereas awareness of the symptoms of 
ovarian cancer by women and health care 
providers can lead to a quicker diagnosis; 

Whereas, each year during the month of 
September, the Ovarian Cancer National Al-
liance and its partner members hold a num-
ber of events to increase public awareness of 
ovarian cancer; and 

Whereas September 2013 should be des-
ignated as ‘‘National Ovarian Cancer Aware-
ness Month’’ to increase public awareness of 
ovarian cancer: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate supports the 
goals and ideals of National Ovarian Cancer 
Awareness Month. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 206—DESIG-
NATING SEPTEMBER 2013 AS 
‘‘NATIONAL PROSTATE CANCER 
AWARENESS MONTH’’ 

Mr. SESSIONS (for himself, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. JOHNSON of South Da-
kota, Mr. SHELBY, Mrs. BOXER, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mrs. HAGAN, 
Mr. MORAN, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. BLUNT, 
and Mr. KING) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 206 

Whereas 2,500,000 families in the United 
States live with prostate cancer; 

Whereas 1 in 6 males in the United States 
will be diagnosed with prostate cancer in 
their lifetimes; 

Whereas prostate cancer is the most com-
monly diagnosed non-skin cancer and the 
second most common cause of cancer-related 
deaths among males in the United States; 

Whereas the National Cancer Institute es-
timates that, in 2013, nearly 240,000 men will 
be diagnosed with, and more than 29,000 men 
will die of, prostate cancer; 

Whereas 40 percent of newly diagnosed 
prostate cancer cases occur in males under 
the age of 65; 

Whereas approximately every 14 seconds, a 
male in the United States turns 50 years old 
and increases his odds of developing cancer, 
including prostate cancer; 

Whereas African-American males suffer 
from a prostate cancer incidence rate that is 
up to 65 percent higher than that for white 
males and have double the prostate cancer 
mortality rate than that of white males; 

Whereas obesity is a significant predictor 
of the severity of prostate cancer; 

Whereas the probability that obesity will 
lead to death and high cholesterol levels is 
strongly associated with advanced prostate 
cancer; 

Whereas males in the United States with 1 
family member diagnosed with prostate can-
cer have a 33 percent chance of being diag-
nosed with the disease, males with 2 close 
family members diagnosed have an 83 per-
cent chance, and males with 3 family mem-
bers diagnosed have a 97 percent chance; 

Whereas only 33 percent of males survive 
more than 5 years if diagnosed with prostate 
cancer after the cancer has metastasized; 

Whereas there are no noticeable symptoms 
of prostate cancer while in the early stages, 
making screening critical; 

Whereas screening by a digital rectal ex-
amination and a prostate-specific antigen 
blood test can detect the disease in the early 
stages, increasing the chances of survival for 
more than 5 years to nearly 100 percent; 

Whereas ongoing research promises further 
improvements in prostate cancer prevention, 
early detection, and treatment; and 

Whereas educating people in the United 
States, including health care providers, 
about prostate cancer and early detection 
strategies is crucial to saving the lives of 
males and preserving and protecting fami-
lies: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates September 2013 as ‘‘National 

Prostate Cancer Awareness Month’’; 
(2) declares that steps should be taken— 
(A) to raise awareness about the impor-

tance of screening methods for, and treat-
ment of, prostate cancer; 

(B) to increase research funding to a level 
that is commensurate with the burden of 
prostate cancer, so that— 

(i) screening and treatment for prostate 
cancer may be improved; 

(ii) the causes of prostate cancer may be 
discovered; and 

(iii) a cure for prostate cancer may be de-
veloped; and 

(C) to continue to consider ways for im-
proving access to, and the quality of, health 
care services for detecting and treating pros-
tate cancer; and 

(3) calls on the people of the United States, 
interest groups, and affected persons— 

(A) to promote awareness of prostate can-
cer; 

(B) to take an active role in the fight to 
end the devastating effects of prostate can-
cer on individuals, families, and the econ-
omy; and 

(C) to observe National Prostate Cancer 
Awareness Month with appropriate cere-
monies and activities. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 1823. Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1243, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Trans-
portation, and Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2014, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1824. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1243, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1825. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and Mr. 
TOOMEY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 1243, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1826. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 959, to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect to 
compounding drugs; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1827. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 959, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1828. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 959, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1829. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 959, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 1830. Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
1243, making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2014, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1831. Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 

1243, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 1823. Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1243, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2014, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 15, line 16, strike the period and 
insert the following: ‘‘: Provided further, That 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall expend amounts appro-
priated under this heading to pay for the 
costs of all air traffic and safety support 
services required when general aviation traf-
fic increases and the need for such services is 
significant and anticipated.’’.– 

SA 1824. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 1243, making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2014, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 25, line 14, after ‘‘2014’’, insert ‘‘, of 
which $100,000 shall be made available to the 
Secretary of Transportation to encourage 
States to prioritize vehicles defined in sec-
tion 30D(d)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 and vehicles that operate solely on 
compressed natural gas for purposes of sec-
tion 166(b)(5)(B) of title 23, United States 
Code’’. 

SA 1825. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and 
Mr. TOOMEY) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill S. 1243, making appropriations for 
the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2014, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. HOURS OF SERVICE STUDY 

In carrying out the requirements of Sec-
tion 32301 of PL 112–141 (MAP–21), the Sec-
retary shall evaluate impacts on small busi-
ness operators, and consider a low-cost op-
tion to address any adverse impacts and re-
port back to the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate no later than December 31, 2013. 

SA 1826. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 959, to amend the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
with respect to compounding drugs; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 37, strike lines 6 through 10. 

SA 1827. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 959, to amend the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
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with respect to compounding drugs; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 37, strike lines 11 through 18. 

SA 1828. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 959, to amend the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
with respect to compounding drugs; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 38, strike lines 4 through 9. 

SA 1829. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 959, to amend the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
with respect to compounding drugs; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 39, strike line 24 and all that fol-
lows through line 7 on page 42 and insert the 
following: 

‘‘(2) NON-APPLICABILITY TO NON-STERILE 
DRUGS.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the requirements of this section 
shall not apply to a non-sterile drug (a drug 
that does not meet the definition of a sterile 
drug under subsection (b)(9)), or to a tradi-
tional compounder or compounding manu-
facturer with respect to such a drug.’’. 

SA 1830. Mr. ENZI (for himself and 
Mr. BARRASSO) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1243, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2014, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. None of the royalties collected 
pursuant to the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920 
(30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) that are required to be 
paid, as of the date of the enactment of this 
Act, to the State from which the minerals 
were located, may be deposited into the 
Highway Trust Fund. 

SA 1831. Mr. ENZI (for himself and 
Mr. BARRASSO) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1243, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2014, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 188, after line 24, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 4ll. (a) Section 411(h) of the Surface 
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 
(30 U.S.C. 1240a(h)) is amended by striking 
paragraph (5). 

(b) The amendment made by subsection (a) 
takes effect on July 6, 2012. 

f 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions will meet in executive session on 
Wednesday, July 31, 2013, at 10 a.m. in 

room 608 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building to mark-up S. 1356, Workforce 
Investment Act of 2013, the nomina-
tions of Robert F. Cohen, Jr., of West 
Virginia, to be a member of the Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Review Com-
mission, William I. Althen, of Virginia, 
to be a member of the Federal Mine 
Safety and Health review Commission, 
Catherine E. Lhamon, of California, to 
be Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights, 
Department of Education as well as 
any additional nominations cleared for 
action. 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact the Com-
mittee at (202) 224–5375. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on July 30, 2013, at 9:30 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 

uanimous consent that the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs be authorized to meet during the 
session of the Senate on July 30, 2013, 
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘Mitigating Systemic Risk in Fi-
nancial Markets Through Wall Street 
Reforms.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
July 30, 2013, at 2:30 p.m. in room 253 of 
the Russell Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on July 30, 
2013, at 2:30 p.m., in room 366 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on July 30, 
2013. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on Foreign Relations be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on July 30, 2013, at 2:15 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on July 30, 2013, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on July 30, 2013, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON ANTITRUST, COMPETITION 
POLICY, AND CONSUMER RIGHTS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, Sub-
committee on Antitrust, Compensation 
Policy, and Consumer Rights, be au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate, on July 30, 2013, at 10 a.m., 
in room SD–226 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building, to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Standard Essential Patent 
Disputes and Antitrust Law.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS, FORESTS, 
AND MINING 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Public Lands, Forests, 
and Mining of the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate in order to conduct a hearing 
on July 30, 2013, at 10 a.m. in room SD– 
366 of the Dirksen Senate Office build-
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that a legal fellow 
in Senator BLUMENTHAL’s office, Afton 
Cissell, be granted floor privileges for 
the duration of July 30, 2013. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent the privilege of 
the floor be granted to the following 
member of my staff: Chris Jacob. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

DOUGLAS A. MUNRO COAST 
GUARD HEADQUARTERS BUILDING 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to the 
immediate consideration of H.R. 2611, 
which is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
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A bill (H.R. 2611) to designate the head-

quarters building of the Coast Guard on the 
campus located at 2701 Martin Luther King, 
Jr., Avenue Southeast in the District of Co-
lumbia as the ‘‘Douglas A. Munro Coast 
Guard Headquarters Building,’’ and for other 
purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I further ask 
that the bill be read three times and 
passed, and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table, with no intervening action 
or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 2611) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

IMPROVING THE HOME EQUITY 
CONVERSION MORTGAGE INSUR-
ANCE PROGRAM 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask unanimous 
consent the Banking, Housing and 
Urban Affairs Committee be discharged 
from further consideration of H.R. 2167, 
and the Senate proceed to its consider-
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the bill by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 2167) to authorize the Sec-

retary of Housing and Urban Development to 
establish additional requirements to improve 
the fiscal safety and soundness of the home 
equity conversion mortgage insurance pro-
gram. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask unanimous 
consent the bill be read a third time 
and passed and the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table, with no in-
tervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 2167) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

AUTHORIZING USE OF THE 
CAPITOL GROUNDS 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of H. Con. Res. 44, which 
was received from the House and is at 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 44) 

authorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds 

for the District of Columbia Special Olym-
pics Law Enforcement Torch Run. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the concurrent resolution 
be agreed to and the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 44) was agreed to. 

f 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to the 
immediate consideration en bloc of the 
following resolutions, which were sub-
mitted earlier today: S. Res. 202, S. 
Res. 204, S. Res. 205, and S. Res. 206. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolutions be agreed 
to, the preambles be agreed to, and the 
motions to reconsider be laid upon the 
table en bloc, with no intervening ac-
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 
The preambles were agreed to. 
(The resolutions, with their pre-

ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 1392 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
understand that S. 1392, introduced 
earlier today by Senators SHAHEEN and 
PORTMAN, is at the desk, and I ask for 
its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1392) to promote energy savings 

in residential buildings and industry, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I now ask for its 
second reading and object to my own 
request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bill will re-
ceive its second reading on the next 
legislative day. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, JULY 
31, 2013 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 

Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 9:30 a.m. on Wednesday, 
July 31, 2013, and that following the 
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; that fol-
lowing any leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of S. 1243, the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment appropriations bill, under 
the previous order; further, that upon 
disposition of the Paul amendment, the 
Senate proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 201, the nomina-
tion of Byron Todd Jones to be Direc-
tor of the ATF, and that the Senate 
proceed to the cloture vote on the 
Jones nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. There will be 
two rollcall votes at approximately 
10:45 a.m. tomorrow. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it adjourn under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 8:13 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, July 31, 2013 at 9:30 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nomination received by 
the Senate: 

NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 

NICHOLAS CHRISTOPHER GEALE, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2016. (REAPPOINTMENT) 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 30, 2013: 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

HARRY I. JOHNSON III, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD FOR THE 
TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING AUGUST 27, 2015. 

PHILIP ANDREW MISCIMARRA, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 
FOR THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING DECEMBER 16, 
2017. 

MARK GASTON PEARCE, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD FOR 
THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING AUGUST 27, 2018. 

KENT YOSHIHO HIROZAWA, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 
FOR THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING AUGUST 27, 
2016. 

NANCY JEAN SCHIFFER, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD FOR 
THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING DECEMBER 16, 2014. 
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CONGRATULATING THE TOWN OF 
SPRUCE PINE FOR REACHING 
THEIR 100TH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. MARK MEADOWS 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate the town of Spruce Pine for 
reaching their 100th anniversary. Nestled be-
tween the majestic peaks of Mt. Mitchell and 
Roan Mountain, the flourishing Appalachian 
town of Spruce Pine boasts all the natural 
beauty of the North Carolina Blue Ridge 
Mountains. 

Spruce Pine’s story began at the turn of the 
century when a single house was erected near 
the Carolina, Clinchfield, and Ohio Railroad 
Depot. Situated between river and mountain-
side, the town grew quickly, became chartered 
in 1913, quadrupled in population, and soon 
became the commercial center of the Toe 
River Valley. 

Growth continued as mining emerged in the 
economic anchor of the Spruce Pine commu-
nity. Best known for its incredibly rich mineral 
deposits, Spruce Pine boasts the most con-
centrated feldspar deposits on earth. This geo-
logical wonder is responsible for 60 percent of 
the total United States feldspar, which is used 
in ceramics, paints, electrical wiring devices, 
tile, fiberglass insulation, and glass containers. 

In a way, most everyone east of the Mis-
sissippi has been impacted by goods origi-
nated from Spruce Pine. In addition, Spruce 
Pine is home to the entire world supply of the 
pure quartz used in manufacturing fused 
quartz apparatuses. This fused quartz is used 
to manufacture the semiconductors found in 
every computer. To own a computer is to have 
a connection to Spruce Pine. 

Spruce Pine is also home to a proud farm-
ing population and one of the world’s largest 
art communities. The Toe River Arts Council, 
which has worked in Spruce Pine for the last 
37 years, ensures a legacy of handmade 
mountain artwork that will continue for many 
future generations. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great satisfaction that 
I recognize the town of Spruce Pine and con-
gratulate a truly exceptional 100 years. Its 
contributions to our culture and industry have 
been remarkable. I couldn’t be more proud to 
represent such an exemplary town, such warm 
people, and such a beautiful part of North 
Carolina. 

f 

HONORING ABILITYONE CENTERS 
OF SOUTH CENTRAL INDIANA 

HON. TODD C. YOUNG 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the great work of the 

AbilityOne Program. As the largest single pro-
vider of employment for people who are blind 
or have significant disabilities, the AbilityOne 
Program puts more than 47,000 Americans to 
work by providing products and services to 
federal and commercial customers. In my 
home State of Indiana, I am pleased to have 
two AbilityOne centers, Bosma Enterprises 
and the First Chance Center, who help bring 
Hoosiers with disabilities into the workforce. 

Since 1915, Bosma Enterprises has been 
providing Hoosiers who are blind or visually 
impaired with job training, employment serv-
ices, rehabilitation, and outreach programs, 
empowering Hoosiers to reach their own per-
sonal goals while giving them to tools to live 
independently. In the past year, Bosma has 
been able to change the lives of many blind 
and disabled Hoosiers as they navigated the 
complexities of finding meaningful employ-
ment. One of those individuals is Ray Mont-
gomery who, at the age of 17, lost his sight as 
a victim of a violent crime. After rehabilitation, 
Mr. Montgomery graduated college and began 
searching for a job without much success. He 
then came to Bosma Enterprises where they 
looked beyond his disability and focused on 
his skills and potential. Ray now works in 
Bosma’s production facility and is learning 
new skills to develop personally and profes-
sionally. 

The First Chance Center in Paoli, Indiana, 
has helped to provide sustainable gainful em-
ployment for Hoosiers with disabilities for the 
past 13 years. They promote the abilities of 
Hoosiers with disabilities and provide opportu-
nities for these individuals to fully participate in 
their community. It is through these meaning-
ful job opportunities that these Hoosiers have 
been able to gain marketable skills and con-
fidence. The First Chance Center also pro-
vides a multitude of other support services, in-
cluding day services for persons with intellec-
tual or developmental disabilities and Tot–to– 
Tot playgroup for children with special needs. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend the efforts of 
Bosma Enterprises, the First Chance Center, 
and other AbilityOne organizations and am 
grateful for the work they do each day to open 
the doors of opportunity for Americans who 
are blind or have significant disabilities. 

f 

RECOGNIZING DR. JANICE IZLAR, 
CRNA, DNAP 

HON. JACK KINGSTON 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to my constituent Janice Izlar, 
CRNA, DNAP, of Savannah, Georgia. Dr. Izlar 
will soon complete her year as national presi-
dent of the American Association of Nurse An-
esthetists (AANA). I am proud that Dr. Izlar 
was elected as the 2012–2013 president of 
this prestigious national organization. 

Certified Registered Nurse Anesthetists 
(CRNAs) are advanced practice registered 

nurses who treat approximately 34 million pa-
tients each year. They work in every setting in 
which anesthesia is delivered including hos-
pital surgical suites, obstetrical delivery rooms, 
ambulatory surgical centers, and the offices of 
dentists, podiatrists, and specialty surgeons. 
They also provide acute and chronic pain 
management services to patients in need of 
such care. CRNAs provide anesthesia for all 
types of surgical cases and are the sole anes-
thesia providers in many rural hospitals. 

As a CRNA, Dr. Izlar has contributed greatly 
to the healthcare community in southeast 
Georgia, serving as a self-employed CRNA 
and as Chief Nurse Anesthetist and Adminis-
trator for Anesthesia Services at the Georgia 
Institute for Plastic Surgery since 1996. Dr. 
Izlar was awarded her Doctorate in Nurse An-
esthesia Practice by Virginia Commonwealth 
University, her Master of Science in Nursing 
by Columbia University, her Bachelor’s in 
Nursing, cum laude, by the University of 
Tulsa, and her Diploma in Nurse Anesthesia 
by the North Carolina Baptist Hospital School 
of Nurse Anesthesia. In addition to her service 
as AANA President, Dr. Izlar has held various 
leadership positions in the AANA, including 
President-elect, Vice President, and Region 2 
Director, and has served on numerous com-
mittees. She is a former president of the Geor-
gia Association of Nurse Anesthetists and is a 
distinguished speaker on anesthesia topics, 
lecturing nationwide on the safety, value and 
cost-effectiveness of CRNA care. 

During her AANA Presidency, Dr. Izlar has 
been a prominent advocate for the patients 
and practice of nurse anesthesia before fed-
eral agencies and members of Congress. She 
has worked tirelessly to promote anesthesia 
patient safety and the value of CRNAs to our 
healthcare system. I am proud to have worked 
with Janice for years as well as during her 
time as President and am happy to call her a 
friend and a loyal advocate for CRNA priorities 
in Washington and beyond. Mr. Speaker, I 
congratulate Janice on a successful term. 

f 

HONORING IRMA LOPEZ 

HON. JULIA BROWNLEY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. Speaker, 
today I would like to recognize Irma J. Lopez, 
a community leader and activist, who is a tire-
less champion of women’s and social justice 
issues in Ventura County. Irma is a remark-
able role model, and a woman who never 
stops striving to improve and strengthen her 
community. 

Irma was born and raised in Ventura Coun-
ty. As a graduate of Camarillo High School 
and the University of California, Santa Bar-
bara, Irma has been a longstanding citizen of 
the area. Her career in public service began in 
the State of California Employment Develop-
ment Department, where she worked for more 
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than 20 years. Additionally, Irma also worked 
for California State Senator Gary Hart. 

Irma’s leadership is a testament to her invig-
orating commitment to Ventura County. She is 
the founder, former chair and a current board 
member of Ventura County’s Rebozo Festival. 
Every year, this festival promotes the cultural 
richness and diversity of the Latino community 
and philanthropy in Ventura County. 

Irma is also a founding member of the 
Women’s Legacy Fund and the Destino His-
panic Legacy Fund. She is a former City of 
Oxnard Woman of the Year and has been rec-
ognized for her humanitarian achievements on 
both the local and national level. 

Irma’s passion for public service and dedi-
cation to the community is one that I com-
mend. Throughout her life, Irma’s tireless ef-
forts have always focused on helping those 
who are underrepresented and unheard. She 
is an exemplary model of the great achieve-
ments a devoted citizen can make. 

I have personally known Irma for many 
years and am most pleased to join the Ven-
tura County Women’s Political Council in hon-
oring Irma Lopez for her contributions, dedica-
tion and engagement in Ventura County. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF FORMER GUAM SENATOR 
JAMES H. UNDERWOOD 

HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 
OF GUAM 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life and service of James Holland 
Underwood, who served five consecutive 
terms as a member of the Guam Legislature 
from 1975 to 1984. He passed away on July 
24, 2013, at the age of 67. 

Jim was born on May 4, 1946, to former 
Senator Raymond Ferdinand Underwood and 
Ana Eclavea Torres Underwood, owners of 
Mariana Sales and Tendan Nene in Hagåtña. 

As a senator, Jim authored legislation that 
led to the development of the Guam Environ-
mental Protection Agency and the Port Author-
ity of Guam. He also worked on the capital fi-
nancing project with Duty Free Shoppers for 
the construction and expansion of the Guam 
International Airport Authority. In 1977, Jim 
also served as a delegate to Guam’s Constitu-
tional Convention. 

Additionally, Jim held many leadership posi-
tions in several Government of Guam agen-
cies. He served as the Executive Director of 
the Commission on Decolonization; General 
Manager of the Guam Mass Transit Authority; 
Director of the Guam Departments of Labor, 
Public Works, Public Health and Social Serv-
ices, and Integrated Services for Individuals 
with Disabilities. He also was a Director for the 
Guam Telephone Authority. 

Beyond his clear passion for public service, 
Jim made significant contributions to the local 
community, where he spearheaded numerous 
projects such as the Guam-Karuizawa Student 
Exchange and construction of crosses atop 
Mt. Jumulong Manglo. He also was an active 
member of the Young Men’s League of Guam 
and Past-President of the Rotary Club of 
Guam. 

Together with his family, Jim was a devout 
Catholic and an active parishioner of the 

Dulce Nombre de Maria Cathedral–Basilica in 
Hagåtña, where he served as a lector and 
commentator for the December 8 procession 
in honor of Santa Marian Kamalen. For many 
years, Jim and his family were also respon-
sible for erecting the ‘‘Lanchon Kotpus’’ on the 
Feast of Corpos Christi. 

My thoughts and prayers are with his wife 
Alma, his son James III, his stepdaughters 
Lisa and Theresa, grandchildren, friends and 
loved ones. I join the people of Guam in re-
membering Jim’s leadership and contributions 
to our community. He will be dearly missed. 

f 

IN TRIBUTE TO THE FIRST RE-
SPONDERS OF THE PROPHETS-
TOWN FIRE 

HON. CHERI BUSTOS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to the brave first responders who 
rushed to help put out the recent devastating 
fire that demolished much of downtown 
Prophetstown, Illinois. 

The massive fire destroyed eight buildings 
and damaged two others in a blaze that took 
hours to put out. An estimated two dozen fire-
fighters and EMTs responded quickly in the 
early morning hours to battle the flames that 
were destroying the town. 

As Prophetstown begins the healing proc-
ess, I salute all the first responders from 
across my region of Illinois for their coura-
geous and selfless service. Because of their 
valiant efforts, the blaze did not spread to 
more buildings and no major injuries occurred. 

I am proud to once again recognize the he-
roic efforts of our firefighters and EMTs, and 
thank them again for their service. 

f 

COMMUNITY PHARMACIES 

HON. DAVID LOEBSACK 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the important role that community 
pharmacies play in Iowa’s Second Congres-
sional District and throughout the country. 
They are the front-line health care providers 
and counselors for many patients who consist-
ently depend on their training and expertise to 
stay informed, healthy, and out of the hospital. 
They also play an incredibly important role in 
strengthening the economies of the areas they 
serve, particularly in rural counties like many 
of those I represent. 

Like most small business owners, commu-
nity pharmacists face many challenges and 
compete and negotiate on a day-to-day basis 
with large entities in their business trans-
actions. However, small pharmacy owners 
face an even larger disadvantage than most 
because of their clear lack of leverage they 
have when negotiating the amount they will be 
reimbursed for filling prescriptions when deal-
ing with pharmacy benefit managers (PBMs). 
PBMs serve as the middleman between the 
health plans and pharmacies, but they also 
own large mail-order pharmacies themselves. 

As a result, they are in direct competition with 
the small pharmacies with whom they also are 
called upon to negotiate contracts. Also as a 
note, the largest PBM in the country had near-
ly $94 billion in revenue in 2012. 

PBMs also are charged with auditing phar-
macies to detect fraud and abuse. This is an 
important role to ensure that Medicare bene-
ficiaries are not taken advantage of, but prob-
lems arise when audits are conducted over 
clerical, administrative errors rather than tar-
geted toward bad actors who willfully game 
the system. I have heard from several up-
standing small business owners in my district 
who have been subject to these unnecessary 
audits and I think the process needs to be re-
formed so that these audits are as fair and 
transparent as possible. 

As the federal government is business part-
ners with PBMs in Medicare Part D, FEHBP, 
TRICARE and Medicaid Managed Care, I be-
lieve it is our duty to take a close look at these 
practices to ensure our small pharmacies have 
a fair working relationship with these large 
PBMs and that the needs of seniors and all 
those that depend on community pharmacists 
are met. 

I look forward to continuing to work with the 
community pharmacies throughout Iowa’s Sec-
ond Congressional District to ensure they can 
continue to provide individual, high quality 
services to Iowans. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 38TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE DIVISION OF THE 
ISLAND OF CYPRUS 

HON. STEVE COHEN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the 38th anniversary of the division 
of the island of Cyprus, and to encourage all 
parties in this longstanding dispute to reason 
together and work to achieve a final settle-
ment that will bring about a united Cyprus. 

Over 50 years ago, the Republic of Cyprus 
was established by Greek Cypriots and Turk-
ish Cypriots who were to have hands in the 
administration of the government and partici-
pation in national life. As a result of steps 
counter to that spirit through the 1960s and 
early 1970s, the two communities are now iso-
lated from each other. The Greek Cypriot 
community, as the Republic of Cyprus, enjoys 
full membership in the European Union while 
Turkish Cypriots remain largely isolated from 
the global community. Nevertheless, Turkish 
Cypriots have demonstrated, time and again, 
their support for a solution where a bi-zonal, 
bi-communal federation is secured. 

A continuation of the status quo serves no 
purpose, and prevents all Cypriots from living 
to their full potential. I ask my colleagues to 
join me in encouraging both parties to set a 
timeline of tangible steps to achieve a final 
agreement, and for the Obama Administration 
to work with both parties and European part-
ners in securing these steps. Any solution 
must respect the human rights and freedoms 
of all Cypriots, and this must be enshrined in 
the work of the parties. 

Let us redouble our efforts so that we do 
not have to observe the beginning of yet an-
other decade in the life of the division of this 
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island, in the hope that all Cypriots will be able 
to live and work together in peace. 

f 

AGREEMENT BETWEEN GREEK 
CYPRIOTS AND TURKISH CYP-
RIOTS 

HON. TREY RADEL 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. RADEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ad-
dress some of the statements conveyed in this 
House concerning the continuing division of 
the island of Cyprus, a division that has now, 
unfortunately, approaching four decades. 

I believe that the time is long overdue for a 
final agreement between the Greek Cypriots 
and Turkish Cypriots—one which is arrived at 
together by both parties, with the support of 
the international community, which respects 
the human rights of all Cypriots. I call upon 
the Administration to reenergize its engage-
ment on this issue, one that has largely been 
tolerated through Administrations and Con-
gresses of both parties, and unfortunately by 
many Cypriots themselves. 

While I do not wish to revisit the history that 
has led to this division, I would ask my col-
leagues to note that Turkish Cypriots voted 
overwhelmingly in favor of the ‘‘UN Plan for a 
Comprehensive Settlement of the Cyprus 
Problem’’ in the simultaneous referenda held 
on both sides of the island, conveying to their 
Greek Cypriot neighbors, and the wider world, 
its desire to solve the Cyprus problem, and 
become integrated into the life of Europe and 
the international community. Additionally, Tur-
key has been stating that it would welcome a 
resolution of the Cyprus issue, as long as the 
rights of the Turkish Cypriot community are 
guaranteed. I do not believe this is an unrea-
sonable request. Indeed, it should apply to all 
Cypriots. 

The Greek Cypriot community, as the Re-
public of Cyprus, enjoys all of the rights and 
privileges of European Union membership, 
and participates freely in the international 
community. Turkish Cypriots continue to en-
dure international isolation and embargoes—a 
status quo that can never be considered a 
long-term, permanent solution. The time has 
come for both parties to work together to se-
cure a political settlement, and to put this long, 
sorry chapter behind them. I ask my col-
leagues to recommit themselves to supporting 
a just and comprehensive solution to the divi-
sion of Cyprus. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I was unavoidably absent during the week 
of July 8, 2013. If I were present, I would have 
voted on the following. 

Monday, July 8, 2013: rollcall No. 305: Mo-
tion to Suspend the Rules and Pass H.R. 
1341, ‘‘yea’’; rollcall No. 306: Motion to Sus-
pend the Rules and Pass H.R. 1564, ‘‘yea’’; 
rollcall No. 307: Motion to Suspend the Rules 
and Pass H.R. 1171, ‘‘yea’’. 

Tuesday, July 9, 2013: rollcall No. 308: Mo-
tion on Ordering the Previous Question on the 
Rule for H.R. 2609, ‘‘nay’’; rollcall No. 309: 
Motion on Agreeing to the Resolution on the 
Rule H.R. 2609, ‘‘nay’’; rollcall No. 310: Motion 
on Approving the Journal, ‘‘nay’’; rollcall No. 
311: Moran of Virginia Amendment No. 1, 
‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 312: Moran of Virginia 
Amendment No. 2, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 313: 
Takano of California Amendment No. 2, ‘‘aye’’; 
rollcall No. 314: Perry of Pennsylvania Amend-
ment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 315: Broun of Georgia 
Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 316: Cohen of 
Tennessee Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 
317: Broun of Georgia Amendment, ‘‘no’’; roll-
call No. 318: Swalwell of California Amend-
ment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 319: McClintock of 
California Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 320: 
Peters of California Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall 
No. 321: Perlmutter of Colorado Amendment, 
‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 322: Connolly of Virginia 
Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 323: First 
Takano of California Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; roll-
call No. 324: Second Takano of California 
Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 325: Heck of 
Nevada Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 326: 
Butterfield of North Carolina Amendment, 
‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 327: Foster of Illinois 
Amendment, ‘‘aye’’. 

Wednesday, July 10, 2013: rollcall No. 328: 
Hastings of Florida Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall 
No. 329: Garamendi of California Amendment, 
‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 330: Broun of Georgia 
Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 331: Jackson 
Lee of Texas Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 
332: Quigley of Illinois Amendment, ‘‘no’’; roll-
call No. 333: Heck of Nevada Amendment, 
‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 334: Polis of Colorado 
Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 335: First Bur-
gess of Texas Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 
336: Second Burgess of Texas Amendment, 
‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 337: Titus of Nevada Amend-
ment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 338: Lynch of Massa-
chusetts Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 339: 
Whitfield of Kentucky Amendment, ‘‘no’’; roll-
call No. 340: Fleming of Louisiana Amend-
ment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 341: Garamendi of 
California Amendment No. 28, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall 
No. 342: Speier of California Amendment, 
‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 343: Chabot of Ohio 
Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 344: Motion to 
Recommit with Instructions for H.R. 2609, 
‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 345: Final Passage of H.R. 
2609—Energy and Water Development and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2014, 
‘‘nay’’. 

Thursday, July 11, 2013: rollcall No. 346: 
Motion to Adjourn, ‘‘yea’’; rollcall No. 347: 
Table Appeal of the Ruling of the Chair for H. 
Res. 295, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 348: Motion to Ad-
journ, ‘‘yea’’; rollcall No. 349: Motion on 
Agreeing to the Resolution for H. Res. 295, 
‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 350: Table Appeal of the Rul-
ing of the Chair for H.R. 2642, ‘‘nay’’; rollcall 
No. 351: Table Appeal of the Ruling of the 
Chair for H.R. 2642, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 352: 
Motion to Recommit with Instructions for H.R. 
2642, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 353: Final Passage of 
H.R. 2642—Federal Agriculture Reform and 
Risk Management Act, ‘‘nay’’. 

RECOGNIZING THE 39TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF TURKEY’S INVASION 
AND OCCUPATION OF CYPRUS 

HON. JOHN P. SARBANES 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, June 20, 
2013 marks the 39th anniversary of Turkey’s 
invasion and occupation of the small island 
Republic of Cyprus. Over time, Turkey’s 
forced division of Cyprus has become its sig-
nature failing—a senseless act of defiance 
against the family of nations. 

For more than 60-years, the United States 
and our European allies have given unyielding 
and steadfast economic, military and moral 
support to Turkey. Today, Turkey reaps great 
benefit from its relationship with the West. Its 
economy has grown tremendously. Its home-
land is secure against enemies who know that 
NATO stands sentinel over Turkey. 

Turkey’s rulers have long promised the peo-
ple of Turkey that theirs is a nation on a jour-
ney to full democratic liberties, a powerful na-
tion confident and secure in its place on the 
world stage, a country that pursues ‘‘zero 
problems with its neighbors.’’ As it seeks to 
join the European Union, Turkey has given re-
peated assurances to its allies that its principal 
ambition is to embrace democracy and the 
rule of law. 

How then to explain the continued stationing 
of 45,000 Turkish troops on Cyprus? How to 
explain a myriad of other conduct that so glar-
ingly belies Turkey’s stated aspirations. The 
truth is that an authoritarian impulse still per-
vades the Turkish ruling establishment and 
keeps it from democracy’s full embrace. This 
was most recently illustrated in Turkey’s treat-
ment of the burgeoning relationship between 
Cyprus and Israel. Rather than join those two 
nations in a peaceful and democratic dialogue 
for the future development of the Eastern 
Mediterranean, Prime Minister Erdogan has 
set Turkish warships to sail in Cypriot waters 
and threatens the use of force against both 
Israel and Cyprus. 

The United States and our European allies 
must no longer tolerate Turkey’s provocative 
and antidemocratic conduct. To that end, it is 
eminently fair to view Cyprus as the yard stick 
by which Turkey is to be judged. As long as 
Turkey maintains its occupation of the island, 
it cannot pretend to have rid itself of the utterly 
destructive colonial and authoritarian 
ideologies of a bygone era. To demonstrate a 
readiness to take up its responsibilities as a 
NATO ally and candidate country of the Euro-
pean Union, Cyprus is the test that Turkey 
must pass. 

f 

RECOGNIZING SRC ELECTRICAL 

HON. BILLY LONG 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize and honor SRC Electrical on their in-
duction into the Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration (OSHA) Voluntary Pro-
tection Program (VPP). 

Founded in 1991 under the Springfield Re-
manufacturing Company umbrella, SRC Elec-
trical has been a market leader in providing 
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new and remanufactured rotating electrical 
components that include starters, alternators, 
and generators. For over twenty years, SRC 
Electrical has remained an employee-owned 
company based on the desire to redefine the 
art of remanufacturing and operates under 
Founder, President, and CEO Jack Stack’s 
world-renowned open-book management busi-
ness philosophy. 

Through hard work and dedication, SRC 
Electrical was awarded its Voluntary Protec-
tion Program approval in April 2013. SRC 
Electrical should be extremely proud of this 
achievement as worksites under the VPP 
boast some very impressive statistics. Working 
cooperatively between management, labor, 
and OSHA, companies under VPP work to 
prevent and reduce the chances of worksite 
fatalities, injuries, and illnesses through a rig-
orous onsite evaluation by a team of safety 
and health professionals. In fact, companies 
included in the program have an average 
Days Away, Restricted, or Transferred (DART) 
case rate 52 percent below the industry aver-
age. As of July 1, 2013, SRC Electrical 
reached 1.2 million safe hours without a lost 
time incident. 

Our nation needs strong and robust manu-
facturing companies like SRC Electrical. The 
hard working men and women who make up 
SRC Electrical are the backbone of our na-
tion’s manufacturing sector. I am honored to 
recognize SRC Electrical on its outstanding 
achievement and look forward to following its 
continued success. 

f 

CONGRATULATING PRIME MIN-
ISTER NAJIB OF MALAYSIA ON 
HIS RE-ELECTION 

HON. ENI F.H. FALEOMAVAEGA 
OF AMERICAN SAMOA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Prime Minister Mohd 
Najib Bin Tun Haji Abdul Razak of Malaysia 
on his re-election in May 2013. 

Dato’ Sri Najib is the eldest son of the sec-
ond Prime Minister, Tun Abdul Razak Hus-
sein. He received his primary and secondary 
education at St. John’s Institution. For sec-
ondary education, he attended the Malvern 
Boys’ College in Worcestershire, England. In 
1974, he graduated from the University of Not-
tingham with a degree in Industrial Economics. 

At the very young age of 23, Dato’ Sri Najib 
was elected a Member of Parliament following 
the sudden passing of his father in 1976. 
Dato’ Sri Najib later served as Deputy Minister 
of Energy, Telecommunication and Post, Dep-
uty Minister of Education, Deputy Minister of 
Finance, Minister of Culture, Minister of De-
fense, Minister of Education, and Minister of 
Finance. 

In service to his country, Prime Minister 
Najib has built a world-class education system 
in Malaysia and modernized the armed forces, 
making it a leaner fighting force capable of 
handling any conventional threats. He has 
also improved the quality of public services, 
introduced a new cabinet position in charge of 
unity and performance management, and im-
plemented a New Economic Model with re-
forms to create a business environment con-
ducive to economic growth, development and 
investment. 

Due to his extraordinary leadership, Prime 
Minister Najib is driving the nation forward. I 
commend Prime Minister Najib for rolling back 
race-based policies and obligating $2.6 billion 
in spending programs benefitting poor families. 
I also commend him for bringing about peace, 
prosperity and stability in a country that others 
seek to undermine for their own political pur-
poses and gain. 

Because Malaysia is a significant regional 
and global partner of the United States, I pay 
special tribute to Prime Minister Najib for win-
ning the people’s mandate. Malaysians turned 
out in record numbers to vote and the will of 
the Malaysian people is reflected in the re-
sults. Consequently, U.S.-Malaysia relations 
will remain strong. In fact, to reaffirm the 
strong bonds of friendship between the United 
States and Malaysia, President Obama made 
a surprise phone call to Prime Minister Najib 
to congratulate him on his victory. President 
Obama is also expected to participate in the 
two-day Global Entrepreneurship Summit to 
be held in Kuala Lumpur in October of this 
year. 

I acknowledge Malaysian Parliament Mem-
ber and Special Envoy to the United States, 
Dr. Jamaluddin Jarjis, for the exemplary serv-
ice he continues to render in bolstering the 
U.S.-Malaysia partnership for and on behalf of 
Prime Minister Najib and the people of Malay-
sia. Prime Minister Najib has earned the re-
spect of many at home and abroad, and I am 
pleased that he has the full and unwavering 
support of the United States as he enters his 
second term as Prime Minister. 

f 

SOLVING THE CYPRUS PROBLEM 

HON. VIRGINIA FOXX 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
speak about the ongoing Cyprus problem. 

Another year has passed, and yet again 
Members of Congress are speaking out in 
support of resolving this problem. As co-chair 
of the Congressional Caucus on US-Turkish 
Relations and Turkish-Americans, I wish to 
join my colleagues in these efforts. A positive 
resolution of this matter would enhance the 
stability, security, and economic integration in 
the Eastern Mediterranean region and ensure 
the equitable and effective sharing of natural 
resources. 

Many of my colleagues have grown frus-
trated over the years by the lack of progress 
toward a negotiated political settlement. Per-
haps the greatest frustration was caused by 
the failure of the UN peace initiative in 2004, 
when—despite the strong approval of the 
Turkish Cypriots—Greek Cypriots overwhelm-
ingly rejected the Peace Plan and defeated 
the initiative. 

If it had been approved by the both sides, 
the UN Peace Plan of 2004, which was 
strongly supported by the United States and 
the international community, would have es-
tablished a bi-zonal and bi-communal state, 
demilitarized the island and settled the very 
issues that many of my colleagues have 
raised in recent weeks in conjunction with Cy-
prus. 

In a report issued in May 2004, the UN Sec-
retary General stated: ‘‘In the aftermath of the 

vote, the situation of the Turkish Cypriots calls 
for the attention of the international community 
as a whole, including the Security Council.’’ 
The report also noted that ‘‘[t]he Turkish Cyp-
riot vote has undone any rationale for pres-
suring and isolating them.’’ 

Meanwhile, on April 26, the General Affairs 
Council of the European Union declared that: 
‘‘The Turkish Cypriot community has ex-
pressed their clear desire for a future within 
the European Union. The Council is deter-
mined to put an end to the isolation of the 
Turkish Cypriot community and to facilitate the 
reunification of Cyprus by encouraging the 
economic development of the Turkish Cypriot 
community.’’ 

Yet we cannot let frustration deter us from 
moving forward. 

I applaud The Turkish Cypriots for their will-
ingness to move forward and their continued 
commitment to a negotiated political settle-
ment. I am also encouraged by the newly 
elected Greek Cypriot President’s previous 
support of the 2004 Peace Plan. Mr. 
Anastasiades now has a genuine opportunity 
to not only support a comprehensive settle-
ment, but to achieve it. 

The economic difficulties that have gripped 
Southern Cyprus this year should not be an 
obstacle to peace. On the contrary, as many 
experts say, they offer a good reason to take 
the path of cooperation. A united Cyprus 
would increase economic growth and provide 
stability in an important region—for the United 
States and our allies. 

And while it will be up to the Greek and 
Turkish Cypriots to decide on their common or 
separate futures, the United States’ interests 
in the region require an active involvement 
and engagement in the process. The U.S. 
should use its best influence to encourage all 
relevant parties in Cyprus to launch com-
prehensive peace talks without any further 
delay. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this time next year we 
will be able to applaud the ultimate resolution 
of the 40-year-old Cyprus problem. 

f 

HONORING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE KOREAN WAR AR-
MISTICE 

HON. BETO O’ROURKE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize the 60th Anniversary of the armistice 
that ended the Korean War on July 27, 1953 
and honor the Korean War Veterans and their 
families, who have taught us about strength, 
duty, service, and resolve. I am proud to rep-
resent hundreds of Korean War Veterans. 
Their service has been selfless and their ac-
complishments have been extraordinary. 

The 60th Anniversary of the end of the Ko-
rean War calls us to reflect on the immeas-
urable burdens of war that have been borne 
by our veterans and their families. We pay 
tribute to our wounded, our missing, our fallen, 
and their families. They know the true costs of 
conflict and deserve our deepest respect. 

On June 25, 1950, the Korean War began 
when approximately 75,000 soldiers from the 
North Korean People’s Army poured across 
the 38th parallel, the boundary between the 
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Soviet-backed Democratic People’s Republic 
of Korea to the north and the pro-Western Re-
public of Korea to the south. This invasion 
was the first military action of the Cold War. 
By July, American troops had entered the war 
on South Korea’s behalf. 

Nearly 5 million people died as a result of 
the Korean War. More than half of these— 
about 10 percent of Korea’s prewar popu-
lation—were civilians, a rate higher than either 
World War II or Vietnam. Nearly 40,000 Amer-
icans died in action in Korea, and more than 
100,000 were wounded. 

289,000 Texans served in the Korean War. 
1,916 were killed in action and 440 are still 
missing in action. 169 El Pasoans gave their 
lives in Korean War and 23 are missing in ac-
tion. The President of the United States 
awarded the highest of military honors to 11 
Texans, including one El Pasoan Modesto 
Cartagena, for their acts of valor during the 
war. 

Today we remember our commitments to 
those who served in Korea. As we do so, let 
us reaffirm our promise that when our troops 
finish their tours of duty, they come home to 
an America that gives them the benefits they 
have earned, the care they deserve, and the 
fullest opportunity to keep their families strong 
and our country moving forward. 

f 

FELLOWSHIP GENERAL BAPTIST 
CHURCH CELEBRATES ITS FOR-
TIETH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. JASON T. SMITH 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the 
Fellowship General Baptist Church is com-
memorating the milestone occasion of its For-
tieth Anniversary in 2013, having served the 
community of Poplar Bluff for four decades 
since its official organization on July 15, 1973. 
The church traces its beginnings to April 5, 
1973, when a group of faithful Baptists met for 
the first time at the Town and Country Res-
taurant in Poplar Bluff. On May 2, 1973, Fel-
lowship General Baptist Church was organized 
into a mission with a charter membership of 
eighty-one individuals under the pastoral lead-
ership of Kenneth Kennedy, Leland Duncan, 
Ernie Rogers, John Clanton, and Riley Ma-
thias. The congregation broke ground for a 
permanent house of worship on July 21, 1974, 
and celebrated their first meeting in the com-
plete church building on January 5, 1975 and 
over the years, the congregation at Fellowship 
General Baptist has been blessed with the 
leadership of three pastors: Dr. Onis Chapman 
(1976–79), Dr. Kenneth Kennedy (1978–87), 
and the Reverend Byron Beck (1987–present). 

Members of the Fellowship General Baptist 
Church have consistently been the top finan-
cial supporter of the General Baptist Denomi-
nation, while successfully participating in out-
reach programs including Fellowship of Ac-
ceptance, Divorce Care, Salt and Light Sun-
days, Salvation Army, Living Water Inter-
national and Grief Share. The congregation of 
Fellowship General Baptist Church, now 781 
members strong, prepares to minister to the 
community for a fifth decade. 

CELEBRATING THE FORT ROSS 
FESTIVAL AND DIALOGUE 

HON. JARED HUFFMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, it gives me 
great pleasure to recognize the 201st anniver-
sary of Fort Ross, a California State Park and 
the site of an early Russian colony established 
on the North Coast of California in 1812. The 
annual Fort Ross Festival and Dialogue will 
take place on July 27–29, 2013 to celebrate 
the history and cultural significance of the site, 
and I ask my colleagues to join me in extend-
ing best wishes for the event. 

Fort Ross is located in the home region of 
the Kashaya Pomo people of Northern Cali-
fornia. In the early 1800s, the Russian-Amer-
ican Company founded Fort Ross as an early 
agricultural and fur-trading outpost to support 
their operations from San Francisco to Alaska. 
Russian colonists developed farms, ranches, 
and hunting operations in concert with local 
Kashaya and Alaska Native employees, play-
ing an early role in establishing the agricultural 
character of the North Coast. 

Today, Fort Ross is a national historic land-
mark, and an important piece of the shared 
history of the Russian and American people. 
Through cultural events, archeological study, 
and efforts to preserve the historical structures 
at the site, Fort Ross has become a hub for 
the Russian-American community and a des-
tination for visitors from all over the world. The 
Fort Ross Festival will offer historical re-enact-
ments and celebrations of Russian influence in 
the region while the Dialogue will enable Rus-
sian and American leaders to discuss Rus-
sian-American relations and trade in the mod-
ern era. 

As we reflect on this unique landmark of 
California’s history, I thank both the Fort Ross 
Conservancy and California State Parks for 
their commitment to restoring and preserving 
the park’s historic buildings and features. This 
beautiful 3,400 acre park is a jewel of Sonoma 
County’s coastline and offers visitors both out-
door recreation and historical significance. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in marking 
this historic occasion and sending them our 
best wishes for a successful festival. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO THE TYREE AFRI-
CAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL 
CHURCH IN PHILADELPHIA, 
PENNSYLVANIA 

HON. ROBERT A. BRADY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in tribute today of the Tyree A.M.E. 
Church to celebrate its Centennial Anniver-
sary. Over the past 100 years, the Tyree 
A.M.E. Church has endured as the spiritual 
home for countless numbers of Philadelphia’s 
citizens. 

This past century, eighteen pastors have led 
the church successfully, relying on the stead-
fast faith and fellowship of its members to im-
prove the church and surrounding community. 
The church’s resolute determination to con-

tinue their noble work has set a great example 
for congregations across the country. 

I ask that you and my other distinguished 
colleagues help me in honoring the Centennial 
Anniversary of the founding of the Tyree 
A.M.E Church. May it continue to grow and 
prosper for another 100 years and beyond. 

f 

HONORING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE KOREAN WAR AR-
MISTICE 

HON. THEODORE E. DEUTCH 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of our brave veterans of the Korean 
War on the eve of the 60th Anniversary of the 
end of combat operations in that region. 
These heroes fought so valiantly to protect our 
country and they rightfully deserve our rec-
ognition and admiration. 

I am proud to represent a district that is 
home to such a large number of veterans, and 
I feel tremendous gratitude to the heroes of 
World War II, Korea, Vietnam and to the new 
generation of veterans from the Gulf War, Iraq 
and Afghanistan. My father, Bernard Deutch, 
volunteered to fight in World War II as a teen-
ager where he earned a Purple Heart at the 
Battle of the Bulge. It was his example of 
service to our nation that motivated me to 
serve in Congress. 

The veterans of the Korean War endured 
unique hardships in order to ensure the ideals 
of freedom and democracy lived on, both at 
home and abroad. Their selfless dedication to 
these values is a testament to true character 
of the men and women who fought in this con-
flict. With the bar set, I am confident their pa-
triotic spirit lives on in those in the armed 
forces who serve our nation today. 

In this era of partisan vitriol and gridlock in 
Washington, our leaders can always look to 
veterans as an example of how individuals 
from all walks of life can put their differences 
aside in order to accomplish great things. So 
long as I am in Congress, I promise to do ev-
erything in my power to ensure the well-being 
of our Nation’s veterans. I join today with my 
family in wishing the veterans of the Korean 
War many more years of good health and 
urge all citizens of this great country to live by 
their example. 

f 

HONORING JAMES ‘‘JAY’’ EARL 
ALEXANDER FOR HIS SERVICE 
AS A EULESS POLICE OFFICER 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I am proud 
to recognize Corporal James ‘‘Jay’’ Earl Alex-
ander for his 36 years of public service as a 
police officer, 30 of which for the City of Eu-
less, Texas. 

Corporal Alexander began his career in law 
enforcement with several police departments 
in Texas, starting in 1970 at the age of 19 as 
a dispatcher for the Commerce Police Depart-
ment. Two years later, he was a jailer and 
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deputy for Hunt County. In 1976, Alexander 
took the step of becoming an officer for the 
Lakeworth Police Department then, in 1977, 
he went to work for the Bedford Police Depart-
ment and went on to receive his Basic Police 
Certification as a police officer a few months 
later. In 1982, he worked for the Grapevine 
and then Azle police departments. 

In January 1983, Alexander joined the Eu-
less Police Department as a police officer. In 
October of 1985 he earned his Intermediate 
Certification and, with Office Haywood, be-
came the department’s first Field Training Offi-
cer. That same year he received his 
Intoxilyzer Certification and, the following year, 
his Instructor’s Certification. In 1987, Alex-
ander was assigned to the Tactical Team as 
a sniper. He received his Advanced Certifi-
cation in 1989 and, in 1991, his years of hard 
work were rewarded with a promotion to the 
rank of corporal. 

Upon request, Corporal Alexander was as-
signed to be a School Resource Officer at Eu-
less Junior High School in 1995, where he re-
mained for the rest of his career. In 1997 he 
earned the Master Police Officer Certification. 
Over his outstanding and honorable career, 
Corporal Alexander has received eleven com-
mendations, one of which was for his cap-
turing of a Fort Worth murder suspect. He 
earned two years of credit from Tarrant Coun-
ty College and Texas Christian University, and 
accumulated 1,800 hours of continuing edu-
cation as an officer. 

Alexander was raised in Weatherford, 
Texas, and worked for a veterinarian and then 
moved to the Dallas—Fort Worth metroplex 
where he worked for a delivery service before 
getting involved with law enforcement. He is 
an avid student of local history and knows 
much of the pioneering families who settled 
the area. He is married and he and his wife 
Teresa have four children—Michael, Cody, 
Ashley, and Chris. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 24th Congres-
sional District of Texas, I ask all my distin-
guished colleagues to join me in thanking Cor-
poral James Alexander for his many years of 
public service as an officer of the Euless Po-
lice Department. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE OF 
PAMELA KALLSEN 

HON. JIM COSTA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Pamela Kallsen as she retires as Exec-
utive Director from the Marjaree Mason Cen-
ter. Pam has dedicated her life to empowering 
domestic violence victims and advocating for 
their well-being. Her efforts have been para-
mount in ensuring the safety of hundreds of 
families in Fresno County. 

Pam grew up in Fresno, California. After 
completing high school, she moved to Ten-
nessee and attended the University of Mem-
phis. Pam obtained her degree in Vocational 
Education and returned back to Fresno to re-
ceive an additional degree in Home Econom-
ics from California State University, Fresno. 

Prior to her position as Executive Director at 
the Marjaree Mason Center, Pam worked ex-
tensively in the health care arena. While pur-

suing her career in the medical field she 
served as Vice President of executive services 
at Fresno Community Medical Centers. In ad-
dition, she held various positions at the Cali-
fornia Eye Institute, St. Agnes Medical Center, 
and the Fresno Hospital Council. 

Pam is a true advocate for those in need. 
She is past chair of the Fresno Continuum of 
Care, which is an initiative that is devoted to 
housing and supporting the local homeless 
population. Pam serves as a critical compo-
nent to the Fresno County Ten-Year plan to 
abolish homelessness. She is also a dynamic 
participant in the Fresno County Domestic Vio-
lence Roundtable and the California Domestic 
Violence Advisory Council. 

Under Pam’s leadership, the Marjaree 
Mason Center has gone above and beyond, 
providing victims with resources to help them 
thrive in a safe environment. In addition to 
providing victims with shelter, the center offers 
legal assistance, counseling, and education for 
victims as well as for individuals throughout 
the entire community. During Pam’s tenure, 
the center has expanded, so the Marjaree 
Mason Center reaches out to more women 
and children than ever before. 

Pam has proven to be a successful change 
agent because she fights for what she be-
lieves is right. In 2001, Pam was recognized 
as one of the Top Ten Professional Women of 
Fresno, and in 2006, she was selected as 
Woman of the Year by the California State As-
sembly. Pam’s efforts to make the Central Val-
ley a better place are observed throughout the 
entire state and nation. 

In addition to being a victims’ advocate, 
Pam is also a wife and mother. It is my hope 
that Pam enjoys her retirement with her hus-
band, Gene, and daughters, Laura and Leslie. 

As co-chair of the Victims’ Rights Caucus 
and a passionate supporter of the Violence 
Against Women Act, it is truly an honor to rec-
ognize Pam. Her years of tireless work on the 
behalf of some of the nation’s most vulnerable 
is exceptionally admirable. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the service of Pamela Kallsen. 
Pam will undoubtedly be missed as she retires 
from the Marjaree Mason Center, but we can 
expect that she will continue to be a strong 
voice and advocate for victims and their fami-
lies. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF END RACIAL 
PROFILING ACT OF 2013 

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to introduce the End Racial Profiling Act of 
2013, along with additional cosponsors. This 
legislation represents a comprehensive federal 
commitment to healing the rift caused by racial 
profiling and restoring public confidence in the 
criminal justice system at-large. This legisla-
tion is designed to enforce the constitutional 
right to equal protection of the laws by chang-
ing the policies and procedures underlying the 
practice of profiling. 

This legislation can be traced back to the 
data collection efforts of the late 1990’s that 
were designed to determine whether racial 
profiling was a fact versus an urban legend. 

Based upon the work around that legislation, 
by September 11, 2001, there was significant 
empirical evidence and wide agreement 
among Americans, including President Bush 
and Attorney General Ashcroft, that racial 
profiling was a tragic fact of life in the minority 
community and that the Federal government 
should take action to end the practice. 

Moreover, many in the law enforcement 
community have acknowledged that singling 
out people for heightened scrutiny based on 
their race, ethnicity, religion, or national origin 
had eroded the trust in law enforcement nec-
essary to appropriately serve and protect our 
communities. 

During our 112th Congress Judiciary Com-
mittee hearing on racial profiling, we ap-
proached the issue from the perspective of 
‘‘smart policing’’ and what makes sense in a 
time of austerity for protecting public safety. I 
believe that it became clear during the hearing 
that enough agreement exists to allow us to 
re-open the bipartisan dialogue on racial 
profiling commenced by President Bush and 
Attorney General Ashcroft. 

Despite the fact that the majority of law en-
forcement officers perform their duties profes-
sionally and without bias—and we value their 
service highly—the specter of racial profiling 
has contaminated the relationship between the 
police and minority communities to such a de-
gree that federal action is justified to begin ad-
dressing the issue. 

While the Department of Justice promul-
gated a series of guidelines in 2003 which 
were designed to end the practice of racial 
profiling by federal law enforcement agencies, 
these measures do not reach the vast majority 
of racial profiling complaints arising from the 
routine activities of state and local law en-
forcement agencies. Further, the guidelines 
provide no enforcement mechanism or meth-
ods for identifying law enforcement agencies 
not in compliance and, therefore, fail to re-
solve the racial profiling problem nationwide. 
In this instance, there is no substitute for com-
prehensive federal anti-profiling legislation. 

The End Racial Profiling Act is designed to 
eliminate the well documented problem of ra-
cial, ethnic, religious, and national origin 
profiling. First, the bill provides a prohibition on 
racial profiling, enforceable by declaratory or 
injunctive relief. Second, the bill mandates that 
training on racial profiling issues as part of 
Federal law enforcement training, the collec-
tion of data on all routine or spontaneous in-
vestigatory activities that is to be submitted 
through a standardized form to the Depart-
ment of Justice. 

Third, the Justice Department is authorized 
to provide grants for the development and im-
plementation of best policing practices, such 
as early warning systems, technology integra-
tion, and other management protocols that dis-
courage profiling. Finally, the Attorney General 
is required to provide periodic reports to as-
sess the nature of any ongoing discriminatory 
profiling practices. 

Recent events demonstrate that racial 
profiling remains a divisive issue that strikes at 
the very foundation of our democracy. Though 
the death of Trayvon Martin was not the result 
of a law enforcement encounter, the issues of 
race and reasonable suspicion of criminal con-
duct are so closely linked in the minds of the 
public that his death cannot be separated from 
the law enforcement profiling debate. 

Ultimately, he is one of too many individuals 
across the country who have been victimized 
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by a perception of criminality simply because 
of their race, ethnicity, religion or national ori-
gin. These individuals are denied the basic re-
spect and equal treatment that is the right of 
every American. 

Decades ago, in the face of shocking vio-
lence, the passage of sweeping civil rights leg-
islation made it clear that race should not af-
fect the treatment of an individual American 
under the law. I believe that thousands of pe-
destrian and traffic stops of innocent minorities 
and the killing of innocent teen calls for a simi-
lar federal response. The practice of using 
race as a criterion in law enforcement under-
mines the progress we have made toward ra-
cial equality. Please join me in supporting this 
legislation. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I was unavoidably absent during the week 
of July 15, 2013. If I were present, I would 
have voted on the following. 

Tuesday, July 16, 2013: rollcall No. 354: On 
Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass, ‘‘yea;’’ 
rollcall No. 355: On Motion to Suspend the 
Rules and Pass, ‘‘yea;’’ rollcall No. 356: On 
Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass, ‘‘yea.’’ 

Wednesday, July 17, 2013: rollcall No. 357: 
Motion on Ordering the Previous Question on 
the Rule for H.R. 2667, ‘‘nay;’’ rollcall No. 358: 
Motion on Agreeing to the Resolution pro-
viding the Rule on H.R. 2667 and H.R. 2668, 
‘‘nay;’’ rollcall No. 359: Motion to Adjourn, 
‘‘nay;’’ rollcall No. 360: On Motion to Recom-
mit with Instructions H.R. 2667, ‘‘yea;’’ rollcall 
No. 361: On passage of H.R. 2667, ‘‘nay;’’ 
rollcall No. 362: On Motion to Recommit with 
Instruction H.R. 2668, ‘‘yea;’’ rollcall No. 363: 
On Passage of H.R. 2668, ‘‘nay.’’ 

Thursday, July 18, 2013: rollcall No. 364: 
Motion on Ordering the Previous Question on 
the Rule for H.R. 5, ‘‘nay;’’ rollcall No. 365: On 
Agreeing to the Resolution providing the Rule 
on H.R. 5, ‘‘nay;’’ rollcall No. 366: On passage 
of the Journal, ‘‘yea;’’ rollcall No. 367: On 
Agreeing to the Amendment to H.R. 5 offered 
by YOUNG of Alaska, ‘‘yea;’’ rollcall No. 368: 
On Agreeing to the Amendment to H.R. 5 of-
fered by LUETKEMEYER of Missouri, ‘‘nay;’’ roll-
call No. 369: On Agreeing to the Amendment 
to H.R. 5 offered by MEEHAN of Pennsylvania, 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Friday, July 19, 2013: rollcall No. 370: On 
Agreeing to the Amendment to H.R. 5 offered 
by CULBERSON of Texas, ‘‘nay;’’ rollcall No. 
371: On Agreeing to the Amendment to H.R. 
5 offered by JACKSON LEE of Texas, ‘‘yea;’’ 
rollcall No. 372: On Agreeing to the Amend-
ment to H.R. 5 offered by MILLER of California, 
‘‘yea;’’ rollcall No. 373: On the Motion to Re-
commit with Instructions H.R. 5, ‘‘yea;’’ rollcall 
No. 374: On Passage of H.R. 5, ‘‘nay.’’ 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. RON BARBER 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, due to airplane 
mechanical difficulties, I missed two recorded 
votes on July 30. I would like to indicate how 
I would have voted had I been present for 
those votes. 

On Rollcall No. 375, H.R. 21542, the WMD 
Intelligence and Information Sharing Act, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ to amend the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 to establish weap-
ons of mass destruction intelligence and infor-
mation sharing functions of the Office of Intel-
ligence and Analysis of the Department of 
Homeland Security and to require dissemina-
tion of information analyzed by the Depart-
ment to entities with responsibilities relating to 
homeland security. 

On Rollcall No. 376, H. Con. Res. 44, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ to authorize the use 
of the Capitol Grounds for the District of Co-
lumbia Special Olympics Law Enforcement 
Torch Run. 

f 

HONORING MR. DAN CALLOWAY 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor Mr. Dan Calloway. Mr. 
Calloway attended Roosevelt Senior High 
School in West Palm Beach, from which he 
was graduated in 1956. A veteran of the U.S. 
Army, he was in charge of special services, 
rising to the rank of Captain of Special Serv-
ices. Dan was the first black captain of the 
Army baseball team in 1963. For his accom-
plishments in that sport, he was inducted into 
the German Hall of Fame. 

Following his successful time in the military, 
he embarked on a career in law enforcement. 
He retired as a Detective Sergeant with the 
Palm Beach County Sheriff’s Office, where he 
also served as sports coordinator. In 1965, 
Dan founded the Youth Recreation Associa-
tion (YRA) of Palm Beach County, which helps 
young people through scholarships and men-
toring in sports and recreational activities. Nu-
merous National Football League (NFL) stars 
and other professional athletes credit the YRA 
as an invaluable resource that helped them to-
ward successful careers in sports. All have re-
turned to Palm Beach County to ‘‘pay it for-
ward,’’ helping other young people with schol-
arships, skills camps and various other events. 

Continuing his involvement in sports, Dan 
was honored as a torch bearer in Palm Beach 
County for the 1996 Olympics. In recognition 
of his many important contributions to sports, 
he was inducted into the Palm Beach County 
Sports Hall of Fame by the Palm Beach Coun-
ty Sports Commission in 1993. The Dan 
Calloway Recreation Center in Riviera Beach 
was dedicated in May 2010. In February 2011, 
Dan was inducted into the Roosevelt Senior 
High School Sports Hall of Fame for his con-
tributions in baseball and basketball. 

He married Delores Oliver in 1981. He calls 
her ‘‘the love of my life, and my eyes if I ever 

go blind.’’ He is a member of the Singer Island 
Civic Association and Palm Beach County 
Community Relations Board. He is among 
more than a dozen local professionals who 
have issued a call to black men to step-up as 
mentors and role models for young people in 
the community. 

Mr. Speaker, it gives me great pride to rec-
ognize Dan Calloway, for everything that he 
has done for Palm Beach County, and our na-
tion. He has accomplished so many wonderful 
things for the community, and I am proud to 
call him my friend. 

f 

RECOGNIZING KAREN KRAUSE, 
PROGRESS OHIO’S BARBARA 
KLASS SOKOL AWARD WINNER 

HON. MARCY KAPTUR 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to a woman of remarkable achieve-
ment, Karen Krause, of Toledo Ohio. This 
weekend I was privileged to join Karen as a 
2013 honoree of Progress Ohio, from which 
she received the Barbara Klass Sokol Award. 
The award is given to a person who embodies 
the Columbus, Ohio activist’s ‘‘high level of 
energy, humanitarianism, love of the arts, con-
cern for the environment; who cared deeply 
about good government and spent a great 
deal of time and effort working to get good 
people elected at the state and local level, 
who was a champion for a fair and just society 
for all.’’ Though this description is of the activ-
ist herself, it could just as easily have been 
written in describing Karen Krause, a woman 
who has spent her life defining public service. 

After graduating from Toledo’s Whitmer 
High School, Karen received her nursing train-
ing from the Maumee Valley Hospital School 
of Nursing. She went on to obtain her under-
graduate degree from the University of Toledo 
and a Masters of Public Health Degree from 
the University of Michigan. She also attended 
the University of Toledo Law School. 

Karen began her public service on the front 
lines, as a public health nurse with the Lucas 
County Health Department. Though her jobs 
changed, Karen never left the front lines in 
service to Ohio’s vulnerable people. Karen be-
came the Director of Nursing for the Lucas 
County Health Department in 1967 and re-
mained at the helm until 1993. During part of 
those years she also served as a consultant to 
the Ohio Department of Health. Her advice 
and counsel was sought by many as an expert 
on matters of health care. 

Following her ‘‘retirement’’ from the health 
department, Karen became the principal con-
sultant at Community Health Consulting. She 
also served as Executive Director of the Mil-
dred Bayer Clinic for two years. Rounding out 
her public service, Karen lent herself as Exec-
utive Director of Toledo District Nurses Asso-
ciation, Ohio AFL–CIO NWO Retiree Coordi-
nator, Ohio Health Policy Consultant in the 
2004 Presidential Campaign, Social Justice 
Chair of Toledo Area Jobs with Justice, and 
as President of AFSCME Retirees in Wood & 
Lucas Counties. All the while she has served 
32 different organizations in various ways. She 
has been wise counsel to myself and many 
others, sharing her knowledge of health care 
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and the need for affordable, available cov-
erage. As if that isn’t enough, Karen has also 
given to our community as a one of the most 
capable and caring elected officials, having 
served on the Lucas County Educational Serv-
ice Center since election in 1999 and on 
which she has served four terms as Board 
President. 

Throughout, Karen has opened her heart 
and home to others. Those young people are 
now grown with children of her own, and 
Karen is now a proud grandma. We share with 
her family our pride in her accomplishments 
and in the receipt of the honor most recently 
bestowed. The Barbara Klass Sokol Award is 
a special award and this year it has been 
given to a very special woman. 

Karen Krause’s legacy in our community 
runs deep. As was noted when the presen-
tation was made this weekend, Karen is truly 
‘‘a champion of the people,’’ a mantle she 
wears most humbly. She has travelled a path 
of her own and brought up many others along 
the way. Her servant’s heart is her true gift, 
and one she has shared willingly in more than 
fifty years of public service. She has truly 
practiced Christ’s Word that ‘‘Whatsover you 
do to the least among you, that you do unto 
me.’’ Her efforts have earned her the respect 
of those of us lucky enough to call her friend. 
This weekend’s recognition was a chance for 
all of us to say, most heartfelt, ‘‘Thank you 
Karen.’’ 

f 

HAPPY BIRTHDAY, CARSON 
WILLIAMS 

HON. ENI F.H. FALEOMAVAEGA 
OF AMERICAN SAMOA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to wish Carson Williams a Happy Birth-
day. 

Carson was born on July 30, 1999 in Chat-
tanooga, Tennessee. He is the son of Carlton 
Williams and Gretchen Richards. 

Carson attends Signal Mountain Middle 
High School—home of the Eagles—located in 
Signal Mountain, Tennessee. From the time 
he could swing a bat, Carson played t-ball and 
Dixie Youth baseball. Today, Carson plays 
baseball for the Signal Mountain Middle High 
School varsity team. He is one on the best 
ball players on Signal Mountain. 

As well as baseball, Carson loves to wake 
board, snow board, and play basketball. He 
kayaks, fishes and camps with his dad. Some-
times they go to the Nantahala River. They 
are best friends forever. 

Carson and his mom are best friends for-
ever, too. Carson and his mom do school 
projects together and cook. Carson also 
spends time on the lake with his mom and 
stepdad Mike. At 13 years old, Carson earned 
his boating license. He now drives a pontoon. 
Carson and Mike also like to hunt together. 
They hunt in Alabama, and anywhere else 
with lots of woods. 

Carson loves Funyuns, Dr. Pepper, sea 
food, rare prime rib, and his family. He is 
proud to be from Tennessee. 

Carson’s sister is Margot Clark, married 
happily ever after to Justin. 

Carson’s grandparents on his paternal side 
are the late Thomas ‘‘Papa’’ Williams, a grad-
uate of Texas A&M (Class of ’60), and Mildred 
‘‘Mimi’’ Williams, a retired school teacher who 
graduated from the University of South Caro-
lina Aiken where she was a Who’s Who 
Among Students in American Colleges and 
Universities. Carson says no one makes 
chicken and dumplings better than his Mimi. 
Carson misses his Papa. 

On his maternal side, Carson’s grand-
parents are Albert and Betty Jones, and Mike 
and Sue Richards. Albert is a graduate of 
Sewanee: The University of the South. Betty 
graduated from the University of Tennessee 
and was a tennis coach at Chattanooga State. 
She is teaching Carson to play tennis. Mike is 
a graduate of Auburn University, and Sue 
graduated from Troy State and earned a Mas-
ter’s degree from the University of Alabama. 
Grandma Sue is one of the best cooks Carson 
knows. 

Carson’s aunts are Lisa Williams, Cindy 
Jones, and Lynn Civitts. 

Carson wants a truck one day soon. For 
now, he has to make do with happy birthday 
wishes from his family. 

f 

LONG BEACH CENTRAL AREA 
ASSOCIATION 

HON. ALAN S. LOWENTHAL 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
following. 

Whereas, the Long Beach Central Area As-
sociation (LBCAA) is a 22 year old non-profit 
organization; and 

Whereas, MusicUNTOLD is the program 
and event production arm of the LBCAA, dedi-
cated to educational art programs that pro-
mote diversity and human dignity; and 

Whereas, all of MusicUNTOLD events and 
programs are free to the public, except annual 
signature/ticketed concerts; and 

Whereas, the signature concert for 2013, is 
the 50th anniversary of the ‘‘Martin Luther 
King, Jr. Symphony of Brotherhood’’ Concert, 
on August 18 at the Zipper Hall-Colburn; and 

Whereas, the chamber music concert is 
celebrating the 50th Anniversary ‘‘March on 
Washington for Freedom and Jobs’’ and Dr. 
King’s ‘‘I Have A Dream’’ speech, featuring 
national and local classical and opera artists; 
and 

Whereas, the concert will present MLK Jr.’s 
little known appreciation of classical and opera 
music, a correlation between Beethoven and 
MLK Jr., and the historical footprint of MLK Jr. 
in Los Angeles; and 

Whereas, the world premiere of ‘‘Candle-
light’’ for soprano by South Korean educator 
and composer Dr. Joopoong Kim. 

More information can be found http:// 
wvvw.brownpapertickets.com/event/385424 
and www.musicuntold.com. 

CELEBRATING 28 YEARS OF SERV-
ICE: PEGGY LYNCH, EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR, FRIENDS OF THE 
PARKS AND TRAILS OF SAINT 
PAUL AND RAMSEY COUNTY 

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to honor the inspiring career of Ms. Peggy 
Lynch, a leader in preservation of parks and 
green space, on the occasion of her retire-
ment as Executive Director from Friends of the 
Parks and Trails of Saint Paul and Ramsey 
County. 

The Friends of the Parks and Trails of Saint 
Paul and Ramsey County has its origins in a 
group of citizens who banded together to pro-
tect Hidden Falls—Crosby Lake Regional Park 
in 1984 from developers proposing to build 
housing within the park. After the housing pro-
posal was defeated, the group continued to 
meet, and a permanent organization was es-
tablished in 1985 with a grant from the Saint 
Paul Foundation. Peggy Lynch co-founded the 
organization and served as Executive Director 
for the next 28 years. Today, because of Peg-
gy’s extraordinary persistence and advocacy 
for the outdoors, the organization has led de-
velopment and preservation of parks across 
the east metro region and earned her the title 
the ‘‘Conscience of the Parks.’’ 

Thanks to Peggy Lynch’s vision, the organi-
zation achieved foundational work to protect 
public access to green space. In 1985 the 
group initiated a study of parks in Saint Paul 
and Ramsey County during a period of intense 
developer interest in prime park land. At the 
time, there were few local park commissions 
and developers had no obligation to contribute 
to the park system. Cities such as Saint Paul 
sold parkland for a dollar per parcel. As a re-
sult of a study by the Friends of the Parks and 
Trails of Saint Paul and Ramsey County, Park 
Commissions in Saint Paul and Ramsey 
County were established. The amendment of 
the City of Saint Paul and Ramsey County 
charters for ‘‘no net loss’’ of parkland were ap-
proved. These actions built a system to pre-
serve and add parkland for public use. 

Additionally, Peggy and Friends of the Parks 
and Trails of Saint Paul and Ramsey County 
have helped develop and support the environ-
ment by promoting appreciation for parks and 
open space through quality parks, trails, and 
bikeways. Through educational, community, 
and corporate outreach programs, they have 
provided access to recreational opportunities 
to communities who otherwise may not have 
the opportunity to experience it. 

Peggy’s influence brought increased rec-
ognition and elevated the importance of pre-
serving the great outdoors for present and fu-
ture generations to come. Her work along with 
the Friends of the Parks and Trails of Saint 
Paul and Ramsey County are legacies that will 
live on in the organization’s work advocating 
for the environment in the Twin Cities. 
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HONORING JOHN R. LASSEN, JR. 

HON. KYRSTEN SINEMA 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the life and passing of Mr. John R. 
Lassen, Jr., a lifelong teacher in Tempe, Ari-
zona, and a nationally distinguished innovator 
in secondary education. 

A native fourth generation Arizonan, John 
served his country in the United States Air 
Force after graduating from high school in 
Tempe. Following his distinguished service to 
his country, John returned home to attend Ari-
zona State University on a basketball scholar-
ship, where he earned both a bachelor and a 
master’s degree in mathematics. 

John’s heart never left Tempe—his passion 
was mathematics. He loved teaching in his 
hometown at Marcos De Niza and Mountain 
Pointe High Schools for nearly forty years, 
eventually serving as Mathematics Department 
Chairman for the Tempe Unified School Dis-
trict. 

Under the administration of President 
George H. W. Bush, Mr. Lassen earned the 
Presidential Award for Excellence in Science 
and Mathematics Teaching, for which he was 
honored at the White House Rose Garden and 
the U.S. State Department. Mr. Lassen also 
initiated a dual-credit collaboration between 
Tempe public schools and Rio Salado Col-
lege, offered first at Mr. Lassen’s own Moun-
tain Pointe High School and later throughout 
the greater Phoenix area. For this, he was 
given the President’s Award for dedication and 
commitment to education in Arizona from the 
President of Rio Salado College. 

It was to the great benefit of Tempe, his 
community, and the state of Arizona that Mr. 
Lassen served so dutifully and lived so well. I 
ask that my colleagues join me in post-
humously recognizing Mr. Lassen and extend-
ing our condolences to his family. 

f 

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 

HON. MIKE COFFMAN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of-
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $16,738,094,608,381.03. We’ve 
added $6,111,217,559,467.95 to our debt in 4 
and a half years. This is $6 trillion in debt our 
nation, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend-
ment. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JONATHAN ‘‘TIG’’ 
WILLARD 

HON. TOM RICE 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I 
am proud to recognize Jonathan ‘‘Tig’’ Willard 

from Loris, South Carolina today for his com-
mendable bravery and act of selflessness. 
While driving to training camp for the Ten-
nessee Titans this past Tuesday, he noticed a 
car with black smoke billowing out of it. Jona-
than signaled for the car to pull over and 
helped to rescue the driver, her three children, 
and her dog as the car was engulfed in 
flames. 

A native of the Seventh District of South 
Carolina, Jonathan is an exemplary football 
player who led Clemson University’s defense 
in tackles last season and now plays at the 
professional level. However, it is an act like 
this—one that puts the safety of others before 
the safety of self—that demonstrates Jona-
than’s compassion and character. I commend 
his efforts, as this is a reminder that we 
should all keep our eyes open for ways to be 
a Good Samaritan and help our fellow neigh-
bors. 

f 

THE 100TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
HANDLEY REGIONAL LIBRARY 

HON. FRANK R. WOLF 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize the 100th anniversary of Handley Re-
gional Library in Winchester, Virginia. 

The original Handley Library building has 
long been an important architectural and his-
torical site in Winchester. It first opened in 
1913 and was designed by architects J. Stew-
art Barney and Henry Otis Chapman. 

The growth and change the library has gone 
through over the past 100 years has been ex-
traordinary. In 1915, the library’s annual at-
tendance was 52,902. Today, more than 
357,000 guests visit the facility each year. The 
collection of books and periodicals has ex-
panded significantly as well. The library’s col-
lection totaled 6,000 in 1915; today, the collec-
tion contains over 302,000 books, magazines 
and digital materials, including audio books, e- 
books, CDs and DVDs. 

The library’s growth over the years is due in 
part to the growth in the Shenandoah Valley 
region. Today, the population served by the li-
brary is 120,000, an increase of nearly 
100,000 since 1915. 

Additionally, Handley Library is unique be-
cause it is one of three libraries in the regional 
system. It became regional when Frederick 
County joined the system in 1979 and Clarke 
County joined in 1981. Regional systems en-
sure the libraries can all provide excellent 
services without duplicating administrative 
costs. This has saved taxpayers money, which 
is crucial during these economically chal-
lenging times. 

Handley Regional Library is a treasure for 
the northern Shenandoah Valley community. 
From computer literacy programs, to youth 
and adult programs, to the vast collection of 
regional history and genealogy located in its 
outstanding archives section, the library pro-
vides exceptional facilities and services for 
area residents. 

The success of the library today is due to 
director Trish Ridgeway and the entire library 
staff, as well as the generous support of the 
Friends of Handley Library and its many vol-
unteers. 

I would like to particularly recognize the ef-
forts of Trish Ridgeway, who during her 20 
years as its director has overseen several of 
the regional library system’s construction 
projects, including the major renovation of the 
original library building in Winchester. As she 
prepares to retire at the end of September, I 
want to thank Trish for her leadership and 
wish her all the best for retirement. 

There will be a gala celebration in honor of 
the 100th anniversary at Handley Library on 
August 24, 2013. Congratulations to the li-
brary, its staff and the volunteers as they cele-
brate this very important milestone. 

f 

DIVISION IN CYPRUS 

HON. ED WHITFIELD 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, in mid-May, 
twenty-three of my colleagues joined me in 
sending a letter to the Secretary General of 
the United Nations to encourage the newly 
elected Greek Cypriot leader and his Turkish 
Cypriot counterpart to resume talks aimed at 
expediently resolving the ongoing dispute over 
a divided Cyprus. A negotiated and mutually 
acceptable comprehensive settlement, based 
on a bi-zonal and bi-communal federation is 
vital to the region. I support international and 
domestic efforts to achieve such a resolution 
and urge the House of Representatives to en-
courage constructive dialogue between the 
two sides. In 2003, the House unanimously 
adopted H. Res. 165 in support of the Annan 
Plan, which would have approved the creation 
of a reunified Partnership State in Cyprus as 
a loose federation of two component states— 
the Greek Cypriot State and the Turkish Cyp-
riot State. Unfortunately, this historic oppor-
tunity was rejected by Greek Cypriots through 
a referendum on the island. 

Although a majority of Turkish Cypriots ap-
proved the peace plan also by referendum, an 
opportunity of historic proportions was missed. 
Many would attribute the Greek Cypriots rejec-
tion of the Annan Plan and pro-division choice 
to becoming European Union (EU) members, 
which followed this move. At that time, it was 
believed that EU accession was predicated on 
solving this division after the fact. Subse-
quently, there has been no progress in this re-
gard, further indicating a pro-division State. 
While the Greek Cypriots enjoy recognition as 
a sovereign state, there has been no imputes 
for them to solve the problem. Despite prom-
ises made to Turkish Cypriots over and over 
again, they still remain isolated. 

Over ten years have gone by without any 
progress on this issue. This year may once 
again be a year of opportunity to put an end 
to the status quo. We should be courageous 
enough to encourage a solution in Cyprus, 
and creative enough to promote a more se-
cure, stable and prosperous Eastern Medi-
terranean where Greece, Turkey, a unified Cy-
prus, together with their allies and partners in 
the region, work together to build a better fu-
ture. 

With the firm belief that such an outcome is 
not only achievable, but will also set an invalu-
able example of peace and cooperation in the 
region and beyond, I urge the Administration 
to encourage the United Nations Secretary 
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General to enhance his efforts in reaching a 
comprehensive and just solution in Cyprus. 

f 

EDWARD R. MURROW HIGH 
SCHOOL’S NATIONAL CHESS 
CHAMPIONSHIP TITLE 

HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, today, I rise to 
congratulate my alma mater Edward R. Mur-
row High School for winning the 2013 National 
High School Chess Championship. This is the 
eighth time that my alma mater has won this 
prestigious title. 

Edward R. Murrow’s chess team, along with 
more than 5000 students from across the 
country, vied for the national title in Nashville, 
Tennessee. Murrow trumped the competition 
and came away with the top prize. 

Murrow’s championship chess team hails 
from a diverse background reflective of the 
multicultural and vibrant communities that call 
Brooklyn, New York home. 

I am tremendously proud of the team’s tal-
ented young men and women, who worked 
hard to perfect their skills. I also want to ac-
knowledge their coach, Mr. Eliot Weiss, who 
helped the students hone their talents, while 
offering guidance and mentorship throughout 
the year. 

This victory was no easy feat. It was only 
through hard work, tenacity, and long hours 
spent perfecting the craft that they were able 
to claim the title. 

Through judicious choice and astute strat-
egy, Murrow’s chess team has again proven 
that they are some of the most proficient and 
accomplished in the sport. 

I feel honored to call myself an alumna of 
such a distinguished institution, which has a 
long history of shaping the sharp and analytic 
minds of New York’s most promising youth. 

Once again, I say congratulations to Edward 
R. Murrow’s Chess Team for a job well done! 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF NORTH-
WEST FLORIDA’S BLUFORD 
WARD 

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the life of Mr. Bluford 
Ward, who passed away on July 25, 2013. 
During his life, Bluford made it his mission to 
engage with his neighbors, reaching out to 
hear their concerns and assist them in any 
way he could. The loss of this great man is 
felt across the entire Northwest Florida com-
munity. 

Bluford was born on August 18, 1939 and 
was raised in the small and historic Coon Hill 
community of Santa Rosa County, Florida. He 
attended Allentown High School where he met 
and married his beloved companion of fifty- 
four years, Betty Crutchfield. 

In his lifetime, Bluford was a trusted and 
valuable employee for many local companies. 
In his earlier years, he worked for American 

Cyanamid. He also worked as a car salesman 
for several dealerships in both Florida and 
Alabama. It was a position that suited him 
well, providing him an opportunity to talk with 
his ‘‘neighbors’’ about the concerns of the day, 
as well as helping them find the best deal pos-
sible. An avid hunter, Bluford served as a 
hunting guide in Colorado and Wyoming. He 
built a reputation on working and tooling hunt-
ing rifles and scopes and worked at a variety 
of sporting stores, including Mike’s Outdoor 
Sports, Scott’s Outdoor Sports, and most re-
cently Owen’s Outfitters. Outside of the work-
place, Bluford loved tinkering around the 
house and maintaining a vegetable garden. 

Bluford will always be remembered as a 
good neighbor, outdoorsman, and one of Cen-
tral High School Jaguars biggest fans But 
above all, he was a dedicated family man and 
a devoted Christian. Bluford is survived by the 
love of his life, Betty; their three daughters: 
Sherry (Reed) Compton of Auburn, Alabama; 
Jennifer (Lee) Langham of Jay, Florida; and 
Terry (Bart) Bray of Jay, Florida; four grand-
daughters: Chloe Compton, Arissa Bray, Paige 
Bray and Kolby Bray; five sisters, and one 
brother, numerous nieces, nephews, and 
man’s best friend, Hope. 

Family, friends, and neighbors mourn the 
loss of a man with a genuine smile, loving 
heart, and unwavering compassion. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, I am privileged to honor the life of 
Bluford Ward. My wife Vicki and I offer our 
prayers and sincerest condolences to his wife, 
Betty, his family, and friends. He will be truly 
missed. 

f 

CONGRATULATING UZBEKISTAN 
ON ITS INDEPENDENCE 

HON. ENI F.H. FALEOMAVAEGA 
OF AMERICAN SAMOA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Uzbekistan on 22 years 
of independence. The United States has sup-
ported Uzbekistan’s sovereignty following its 
independence from the Soviet Union in 1991. 

Uzbekistan is a key partner in supporting 
international efforts in Afghanistan. Uzbekistan 
has supported North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion (NATO) troops in Afghanistan through 
provision of electricity, development of rail in-
frastructures and the Northern Distribution 
Network. Uzbekistan was the United States’ 
main regional partner in the war on terrorism. 

But our relationship with Uzbekistan has de-
veloped beyond Afghanistan. I commend 
President Islam Karimov for strengthening 
U.S.-Uzbekistan relations and for providing 
stability in one of the world’s tougher neigh-
borhoods. Under his leadership, the United 
States and Uzbekistan are cooperating on se-
curity, economic relations, political and civil 
society issues, agricultural development, 
transnational crime, and the threat of infec-
tious disease. 

As a result of strong bilateral relations be-
tween our countries, Uzbekistan is becoming 
an attractive investment location for United 
States companies including Coca-Cola, Case 
New Holland, Lockheed Martin, Boeing, Cater-
pillar, and others. Just last year, 50 executives 
from top United States companies took part in 
the annual Uzbekistan-U.S. Business Forum. 

With the largest population in Central Asia 
and a fast-growing economy, Uzbekistan is 
also a major producer of energy and minerals. 
Uranium is one of Uzbekistan’s largest exports 
to the United States. 

Uzbekistan’s history spans more than 2,500 
years. Samarkand is the second largest city in 
Uzbekistan and is as old as Rome, Athens 
and Babylon. Samarkand is one of the most 
important cities in Central Asia. It is the city of 
legends. Registan Square is considered an ar-
chitectural gem representing the finest in Is-
lamic art. The Mausoleum of Tamerlane 
houses a massive slab of green jade under 
which Tamerlane the conqueror is buried, and 
is thought to be the largest such stone in the 
world. Today, Samarkand is included in the 
UNESCO World Heritage List. 

Once an important trading center at the 
crossroads of the Great Silk Road connecting 
Asia and Europe, Uzbekistan is, again, emerg-
ing as a regional and global leader. And so, it 
is my honor to congratulate President Karimov 
and the people of Uzbekistan on their Inde-
pendence Day and to extend to them my best 
wishes for a bright and prosperous future. 

f 

HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES MUST 
‘INTERFERE’ IN U.S.-CHINA RE-
LATIONS 

HON. FRANK R. WOLF 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, this week the U.S. 
and China will hold its annual human rights 
dialogue—a dialogue that began after the bru-
tal Tiananmen Square crackdown 24 years 
ago. 

Nearly a quarter of a century later the Chi-
nese government remains frightened by the 
spirit that animated that protest. A June 23 
Washington Post article reported that, ‘‘In the 
21⁄2 decades since the protests’ violent end, 
China’s government has largely scrubbed 
Tiananmen from history.’’ 

Try as they might the Chinese government’s 
‘‘Orwellian’’ efforts to erase this unpleasant 
event from its history books are incomplete. 
There are those still living with the scars of 
that day—both emotional and physical. In 
1991, Congressman CHRIS SMITH and I trav-
eled to China. We visited Beijing Prison Num-
ber One, which at the time housed approxi-
mately 40 Tiananmen Square protesters. 
While our request to visit the demonstrators 
was denied, we left with a pair of socks, made 
by the prisoners, for export to the West. 

The abuses of Tiananmen are not simply 
the stuff of history. The State Department’s 
most recent human rights report found that, 
‘‘Repression and coercion, particularly against 
organizations and individuals involved in rights 
advocacy and public interest issues, were rou-
tine. Individuals and groups seen as politically 
sensitive by authorities continued to face tight 
restrictions on their freedom to assemble, 
practice religion, and travel. Efforts to silence 
and intimidate political activists and public in-
terest lawyers continued to increase. Authori-
ties resorted to extralegal measures such as 
enforced disappearance, ‘soft detention,’ and 
strict house arrest, including house arrest of 
family members, to prevent the public voicing 
of independent opinions.’’ 
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In the face of these and other abuses, it is 

striking that the human rights dialogue with the 
Chinese government rarely produces real re-
sults or changes. The content of these discus-
sions is cloaked in secrecy, even with other 
policy makers, including Congress, and the 
broader human rights community. We are as-
sured that behind closed doors the administra-
tion gave an impassioned defense of basic 
freedoms and human dignity. We are told that, 
privately, specific cases were raised. This ap-
proach has, time and again, failed to produce 
meaningful results. The imprisoned Catholic 
bishop, the detained blogger and the belea-
guered human rights lawyer deserve far more 
than this administration has given them. 

Human Rights Watch summed it up this way 
in a press release issued before last year’s 
human rights dialogue: ‘‘Many of the United 
States’ and other governments’ past human 
rights dialogues with China have been largely 
a rhetorical shell, lacking in accountability, 
transparency, and clear benchmarks for 
progress. The Chinese government often 
points to these dialogues as a human rights 
‘deliverable,’ an end in itself, or insists that 
human rights issues can only be discussed in 
the context of a dialogue. None of the govern-
ments that pursue these dialogues with the 
Chinese government have established bench-
marks to ensure meaningful progress.’’ 

Will the same hold true this week? Will we 
find simply another rhetorical shell and no dis-
cernible progress on the part of one of the 
world’s worse human rights abusers? 

If history is to be our guide, I fear the an-
swer is yes. 

Early in her tenure as Secretary of State, 
Hillary Clinton, during a visit to Asia, famously 
said that U.S concern with human rights 
issues in China ‘‘can’t interfere with the global 
economic crisis, the global climate change cri-
sis, and the security crisis.’’ Her statement 
garnered shock and dismay from human rights 
activists at home, and I would venture, 
abroad—the very people who historically have 
looked to America to champion their cause, 
rather than relegate it to the backburner. Fur-
ther, it effectively showed this administration’s 
hand to everyone, including Beijing. Any men-
tion of human rights was just that—an obliga-
tory mention. Human rights were an inter-
ference to be managed, a pesky deterrent to 
bilateral collaboration on more pressing 
issues. 

This notion has been born out in reality. 
Only when events literally force a response 
from the U.S. government do human rights 
garner the attention they rightly deserve. 

In April 2012, Chinese activist and legal ad-
vocate Chen Guangcheng sought refuge in 
the U.S. embassy. All of a sudden human 
rights were sure to ‘‘interfere’’ with the Stra-
tegic and Economic Dialogue, which was 
bringing secretaries Clinton and Geithner to 
Beijing for high level talks the following week. 

Several months earlier, in February 2012 I 
was one of several Members of Congress—in-
cluding Rep. CHRIS SMITH, who for years 
championed Chen’s case—who wrote a letter 
to President Obama on the eve of Chinese 
Vice President Xi Jinping’s visit to the U.S. We 
encouraged President Obama to follow the 
time-tested model of President Ronald 
Reagan during the height of the Cold War, 
when Reagan spoke out on behalf of specific 
dissidents by name, linking human rights and 
religious freedom to every other facet of U.S.- 

Soviet relations rather than sidelining the very 
principles that make this country unique. Chen 
Guangcheng was among the cases we fea-
tured and pressed him to raise. 

But it was only with Chen’s heroic escape 
from house arrest that he guaranteed that he 
was a diplomatic priority. 

Too often, it seems that this administration’s 
posture vis-a-vis human rights is one of cau-
tion to the point of silence. 

Silence in the face of China’s abysmal 
human rights record is indefensible. 

The government is an equal opportunity op-
pressor of people of faith—Catholic bishops, 
Protestant house church leaders, Tibetan 
monks and nuns, Uyghur Muslims and Falun 
Gong practitioners to name a few. Harass-
ments, intimidation and imprisonment are the 
order of the day. 

According to the Congressional Executive 
Commission on China, at least 40 Roman 
Catholic bishops remain imprisoned or de-
tained, or were forcibly disappeared including 
the elderly Bishop Su Zhimin, whose current 
whereabouts are unknown and who had been 
under strict surveillance since the 1970s. 

Protestant house church pastors are rou-
tinely intimidated, imprisoned and tortured. 
Writing in Christianity Today on February 27, 
2013, ChinaAid’s Bob Fu declared, ‘‘. . . the 
number of incidents of ‘persecution’ increased 
in 2012 from the previous years, including a 
number of arrest, sentencing to labor camps, 
short term detentions, rape and torture in po-
lice custody, destruction and confiscation of 
property, beatings, fines, the loss of jobs or 
business licenses, and police intimidation.’’ 

Over the last two years, a growing number 
of peace-loving Tibetan Buddhist monks and 
nuns have set themselves aflame in despera-
tion at the abuses suffered by their people. 
Human Rights Watch reports that, ‘‘The Chi-
nese government, under the rationale of a 
campaign to improve rural living standards, 
has sent more than 20,000 officials and com-
munist party cadres to Tibetan villages to un-
dertake intrusive surveillance of people, carry 
out widespread political re-education, and es-
tablish partisan security units . . .’’ 

Uyghur Muslims are unable to freely asso-
ciate and have been subject to forced confes-
sions and persecution. I repeatedly requested, 
to no avail, that Secretary Clinton meet with 
Uyghur human rights activist Rebiya Kadeer 
who has long been at the forefront of this 
issue having suffered in prison for five years, 
including two years of solitary confinement, 
before she was exiled to the U.S in 2005. In 
addition to being a leading human rights activ-
ist she is a mother. Her own children have 
been harassed and wrongly imprisoned as a 
direct result of her advocacy efforts. 

The annual report of the U.S. Commission 
on International Religious Freedom (USCIRF) 
found that, ‘‘poor religious freedom conditions 
in China have deteriorated significantly, par-
ticularly for Tibetan Buddhists and Uighur 
Muslims. To stem the growth of independent 
Catholic and Protestant groups, the govern-
ment has detained and arrested leaders, forc-
ibly closed churches, and selected Catholic 
bishops without the approval of the Vatican. 
The Falun Gong and other groups deemed 
‘evil cults’ face long-term imprisonments, 
forced renunciations of faith, and torture in de-
tention.’’ 

In November 2009 I wrote a series of high- 
ranking Obama Administration officials, includ-

ing U.S. Trade Representative Ron Kirk, urg-
ing that when they have the opportunity to 
travel to China, that they take time to attend 
a service at one of China’s underground 
house churches. 

I noted that it is not uncommon for U.S. 
government officials to attend one of the state- 
sanctioned Three-Self Patriotic Movement 
churches but that officials rarely if ever visit 
any of China’s house churches which con-
stitute a significant segment of China’s faith 
community and consistently face persecution 
and repression at the hands of their own gov-
ernment. 

I further noted that, perhaps counter-intu-
itively, many house churches welcome visits 
by high-profile government officials from the 
West. Not only do such visits give decision- 
makers a clearer sense of the repression that 
the church in China faces but in some cases 
it actually affords them protection from future 
harassment and lends credibility to the church 
themselves. Few administration officials both-
ered to respond to my letter and, to my knowl-
edge, not a single one has attended a service 
since the request was made a year and a half 
ago. In several meetings I personally raised 
the issue with Mr. Kirk. He seemed to view the 
request as bothersome—a distraction from 
more important things. 

In its annual report, the bipartisan U.S. 
Commission on International Religious Free-
dom (USCIRF) pointed to the administration’s 
so-called ‘‘Asia Pivot,’’ and observed that the 
‘‘security and economic pillars of the Asia 
Pivot remain more developed, and no new de-
mocracy, human rights, or humanitarian policy 
proposals have been offered.’’ The commis-
sion further noted that human rights are not an 
integrated part of U.S.-China bilateral rela-
tions. 

The Chinese government maintains a brutal 
system of slave labor camps on the order of 
the Soviet gulags. Common criminals languish 
behind bars with Nobel laureates who dare to 
question the regime’s authority. 

China has a thriving business of harvesting 
and selling for transplant kidneys, corneas and 
other human organs from executed prisoners, 
including political prisoners. 

Earlier this month, just weeks before the 
human rights dialogue, the New York Times 
reported that ‘‘The police in Beijing have de-
tained one of China’s most prominent rights 
advocates, the latest in a series of arrests that 
critics said showed the Communist Party’s de-
termination to silence campaigners who have 
challenged the party to act on its vows to ex-
pose official corruption and respect rule of 
law.’’ The advocate’s name is Xu Zhiyong. 

The Times continued, ‘‘supporters said that 
his case was likely to attract wider attention as 
a test of China’s beleaguered ‘rights defense’ 
movement, which he helped build. That loose 
network of lawyers, scholars and advocates 
has sought to use litigation, publicity and peti-
tions to secure political and social rights.’’ The 
Christian Science Monitor reported that, ‘‘Xu is 
renowned for his public interest legal work on 
behalf of victims of official injustice, such as 
children sickened by melamine-tainted for-
mula, and for the care he takes not to demand 
more than the Chinese Constitution provides 
for.’’ 

All of these examples are symptomatic of a 
broken system in China. A system infused 
with corruption and threatened by dissent. 

Despite explosive economic growth, China 
remains a ‘‘closed society’’ when it comes to 
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information. The Chinese government recog-
nizes that ideas have consequence and they 
go to great lengths to restrict Chinese citizens’ 
access to information through the ‘‘Great Fire-
wall’’ which censors so-called ‘‘offensive’’ 
speech. 

It is estimated that China employs between 
30,000 and 50,000 special Internet police. 
These police were notably active in the after-
math of the ‘‘Arab Spring’’ as the government 
blocked Internet search requests for key 
words like ‘‘Egypt’’ and ‘‘Jasmine.’’ 

As far back as 2008, Amnesty International 
rightly noted that ‘‘In China the Internet has 
become a new frontier in the fight for human 
rights.’’ 

And yet the Obama Administration has paid 
mere lip-service to Internet freedom boasting 
in speeches of the priority it places on the 
issue when in fact nearly all of the money 
they’ve spent on Internet circumvention has 
been as a result of congressionally-mandated 
funding targeting closed societies and the 
State Department has actually sought to redi-
rect the funding toward less threatening re-
search initiatives as opposed to actual hard- 
hitting circumvention which poses a real threat 
to authoritarian regimes. 

This is not surprising given that this admin-
istration seems less concerned with bringing 
about reform and change on the part of the 
Chinese government than it does with embrac-
ing the current leadership. 

On January 19, 2011, I spoke at a Capitol 
Hill press conference regarding the visit of 
then-Chinese president Hu Jintao to the U.S. 
in which I strongly criticized the administration 
for granting the Chinese president the distinc-
tion of an official state dinner—something 
which had not happened for 13 years—given 
that the regime had done nothing to deserve 
such an honor. 

We were joined at the press conference by 
the wife of Gao Zhisheng. Gao is one of the 
most respected human rights lawyers in 
China. He has defended activists and religious 
minorities and documented human rights 
abuses in China, including a number of high- 
profile human rights cases, involving Chris-
tians in Xinjiang and Falun Gong practitioners. 
He has been disbarred and subjected to 
forced disappearance, torture, illegal house ar-
rest and detention as a result of his work. Cur-
rently he is imprisoned in Shaya County Pris-
on in the Xinjiang Uighur Autonomous Region 
in northwest China, after being incarcerated in 
December 2011 for allegedly violating the con-
ditions of his suspended three-year sentence. 
Prior to this, his whereabouts had been un-
known for almost 20 months. He has been tor-
tured repeatedly since 2006 and continues to 
be at high risk of further torture. Nearly eight 
months ago his older brother was able to visit 
him in prison. Prior to that it had been nine 
months since anyone had had confirmation he 
was even alive. He has not been seen or 
heard from since. 

I have ‘‘adopted’’ Gao as part of a recently 
launched initiative, the Defending Freedoms 
Project, led by the Tom Lantos Human Rights 
Commission which seeks to draw attention to 
the plight of persecuted prisoners of con-
science and I am committed to pressing for 
his release and ultimately his freedom. 

Gao is but one of many high profile dis-
sidents presently languishing in prison. In De-
cember 2009, the government sentenced 
human rights and democracy activist Liu 

Xiaobo to 11 years in prison due to his in-
volvement in drafting Charter ’08, a historic 
manifesto advocating for democracy and a 
greater respect for human rights in China. 
Liu’s courage was recognized by the Nor-
wegian Nobel Committee when they awarded 
him the 2010 Nobel Peace Prize. However, 
the award ceremony was held with an empty 
chair as a solemn reminder that the 2010 
Nobel Laureate remains behind bars. 

Many have predicted that the 21st century 
will be the Chinese century, but absent dra-
matic reform at the heart of the Chinese gov-
ernment, such Chinese ascendancy is deeply 
problematic and America must be clear-eyed 
about its implications. 

This administration has been anything but. 
Last year, Chinese dissident Yu Jie wrote 

an unsettling piece in the Washington Post 
where he stated, ‘‘China is a far greater threat 
than the former Soviet Union ever was,’’ and 
‘‘unfortunately, the West lacks visionary politi-
cians, such as Ronald Reagan, to stand up to 
this threat.’’ 

While this administration and this president 
lack vision, the Chinese people do not. 

Before President Obama’s recent meeting 
with Chinese President Xi Jinping, I joined a 
leading group of human rights organizations 
and activists in pressing him to raise the fate 
of a group of Chinese prisoners of conscience 
dubbed the ‘‘China 16,’’ and to call for their 
immediate and unconditional release. Each 
has suffered for courageously challenging ‘‘the 
status quo at great cost and peril to them-
selves and their families.’’ 

As is characteristic, their names were never 
publicly uttered by the president. And we can 
only guess what happened privately. 

Are their names being raised this week in 
Kunming, China? Are they being quietly whis-
pered in closed door meetings? Will a single 
person’s life change for the better as a result 
of the human rights dialogue? 

Today, in China, there are men and women 
whose names we do not yet know but who 
stand shoulder to shoulder with the likes of 
Sharansky and Solzhenitsyn and other famed 
dissidents throughout history who have dared 
to question the tyranny which enslaved them. 

Does the Obama Administration stand with 
them? 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE 90TH 
BIRTHDAY OF LILLIA ALINE 
HARRIS 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to ask for the House’s attention 
today to recognize Lillia Aline Harris who will 
celebrate her 90th birthday on August 28th. 

Lillia Aline Harris was born to Chester and 
Estella Warren on August 28, 1923. She was 
the firstborn of six children, and had three sis-
ters and two brothers. Mrs. Harris worked on 
her parents’ farm while still attending school. 
She graduated from Heflin High School in 
1942. 

In May of 1945, Aline married Robert Free-
man Harris. Together, Aline and Robert had 3 
children, 8 grandchildren and 20 great-grand-
children. 

Aline has been an active member of 
Coldwater United Methodist Church for over 
60 years. She is a loving mother, grandmother 
and great-grandmother, and all who know her 
speak of her kindness. 

Mr. Speaker, please join Mrs. Harris’s fam-
ily, friends, and myself in wishing Aline a 
Happy Birthday. 

f 

48TH ANNIVERSARY OF MEDICARE 

HON. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico. Mr. Speaker, for the past 48 years, 
Medicare has provided seniors and the dis-
abled with the quality health care, economic 
security and peace of mind they deserve. Be-
cause of Medicare, millions of Americans have 
been able to grow old with respect and dignity 
instead of mounting medical debt and uncer-
tainty. 

Let’s not forget: Medicare is a family benefit. 
As a caregiver for my mother, I know firsthand 
just how important this benefit is to families all 
over New Mexico and America. Without Medi-
care, my mother would not be able to get the 
health care she needs, and there is absolutely 
no way I would be able to take care of her. 
Medicare has always been personal to me. It’s 
personal to this day. 

This week, House Republicans will vote for 
the 40th time to repeal the Affordable Care 
Act. Every vote to repeal the Affordable Care 
Act is a vote to undermine Medicare. The Af-
fordable Care Act has already strengthened 
Medicare and saved seniors money by elimi-
nating co-pays for preventive care services, 
closing the prescription drug ‘donut hole’ and 
extending the life of the Medicare Trust Fund 
by nearly a decade. 

Mr. Speaker, on this day and every day, we 
must remain committed to protecting and 
strengthening Medicare for today’s seniors 
and for future generations. 

f 

HONORING AMBASSADOR LINDY 
BOGGS 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor the life and legacy 
of Ambassador Lindy Boggs. I was profoundly 
saddened to learn of her recent passing. Am-
bassador Boggs was deeply respected for her 
civility, dignity, and political acumen by those 
across the political spectrum. 

A nine-term Member of Congress and 
champion of women’s rights, Congresswoman 
Boggs spent much of her time working for civil 
rights and to address poverty. She and her 
husband, Congressman Hale Boggs, wel-
comed civil rights activists into their New Orle-
ans. I personally worked with Congresswoman 
Boggs on the successful Head Start program 
when she was a Member of the House of 
Representatives. I am pleased to recall that I 
was in consultation with her back when she 
was working on her Head Start legislation. 
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Congresswoman Boggs was also responsible 
for successfully amending the Equal Credit 
Opportunity Act to protect women from lending 
discrimination. 

After retiring from Congress in 1990, Am-
bassador Boggs worked with civic and cultural 
institutions in New Orleans and nationally. 
More recently, Ambassador Boggs was ap-
pointed by President Clinton to serve as U.S. 
Ambassador to the Holy See at the Vatican. 
She continued her record of excellence in this 
role, and I was honored to have had the op-
portunity to visit her in Rome during her serv-
ice. 

Ambassador Boggs is survived by two chil-
dren, Thomas Hale Boggs, Jr. and Cokie Rob-
erts, whom I have had the privilege of meet-
ing, as well as eight grandchildren and eight-
een great-grandchildren. She will always be 
remembered in Washington for her extraor-
dinary service and dedication. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF THE NUCLEAR 
IRAN PREVENTION ACT 

HON. PETER T. KING 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of H.R. 850, the Nuclear Iran Pre-
vention Act. As the threat of a nuclear-armed 
Iran looms over the security of the inter-
national community, it is essential that the 
U.S. prevent Iran from realizing its dangerous 
ambitions. This legislation will broaden eco-
nomic sanctions, target human rights violators 
and increase pressure on the Iranian regime 
to abandon its dangerous pursuits. I am proud 
to cosponsor this legislation. 

Despite existing sanctions, Iran continues to 
advance its nuclear program with determina-
tion. Since 2011, Iran’s number of installed 
centrifuges has doubled and it continues to 
obstruct international inspectors. The country 
continues to evade sanctions to profit from its 
oil production, which in turn funds its nuclear 
program and state-sponsored terrorism organi-
zations like Hezbollah. In fact, Iran remains 
the number one state-sponsor of terrorism 
around the world. 

If Iran’s pursuit of nuclear weapons goes 
unchecked, the security of our crucial allies 
like Israel, the United States and the global 
community will be in grave danger. With this 
bill, Congress is sending a clear message to 
Tehran to abandon its nuclear weapons pro-
gram, or face the economic consequences. I 
urge my colleagues to support this important 
legislation. 

f 

HAPPY ANNIVERSARY MEDICARE 
AND MEDICAID 

HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, on the 
48th anniversary of Medicare and Medicaid, I 
rise to voice my strong support for these na-
tional treasures and to share with my col-
leagues the voices of older Americans from 
around the nation who rely on them. 

Before 1965, nearly half of all seniors were 
uninsured. If they became sick or injured, they 
were forced to use their savings, rely on their 
family, or go without needed medical care. 
Today, Medicare serves over 50 million sen-
iors and persons with disabilities, providing 
them with the guaranteed benefits that they 
have earned over their working lives. 

Medicare is literally a life-saver. It can be 
improved—and we did so in Obamacare by 
lowering drug costs, eliminating cost-sharing 
for preventive services like colonoscopies and 
cancer screenings, and coordinating care to 
improve quality. 

Unfortunately, there are some who want to 
change Medicare not by making it better, but 
by shifting costs to those who cannot afford it. 
Some of those proposals involve increased 
premiums, deductibles and new cost-sharing 
requirements for home health services. Oth-
ers—like those in the Republican-passed 
budget resolution—would radically change 
Medicare’s very structure by turning it into a 
voucher program and leaving seniors and peo-
ple with disabilities to bear dramatically higher 
costs. 

I urge my colleagues to consider the critical 
importance of Medicare and to join me in op-
posing proposals that would add to the finan-
cial burden of seniors and persons with dis-
abilities who are already struggling. Here are 
some of the voices of those who need Medi-
care’s guaranteed benefits. 

Michelle Adams, from Fallston Maryland, 
has been on Medicare for the past 13 years 
because she is disabled. If she didn’t have 
Medicare, she says, ‘‘I would be in bad shape 
without my prescription and possibly homeless 
because I wouldn’t be able to afford both my 
medication and rent.’’ 

Madeline Levine from Evergreen, Illinois has 
diagnosed with breast cancer shortly after she 
became eligible for Medicare. ‘‘Without Medi-
care, I could not have afforded my treatment,’’ 
she says. ‘‘This gives me a peace of mind that 
I have protection.’’ 

Juandra Drumgold from Dorchester, Massa-
chusetts, depends on her family for a roof 
over her head and to pay for basic neces-
sities. She says that not being able to work at 
such an elderly age and having to maintain 
her health care can be quite costly. If she did 
not have Medicare, she says, she would have 
to cut her living expenses even more, making 
a choice between medication and food. 

B. Peter Brandt-Sorheim from Mt. Morris, 
New York, saw his medical expenses drop by 
nearly two-thirds once he became eligible for 
Medicare last year. Before, he had to pay 
about $1,625 for a three-month supply of 
medication, he currently pays $135. If it 
weren’t for Medicare, he says, ‘‘I would be 
walking on the edge, crossing my fingers, and 
praying that someone would donate my Insulin 
medication to me.’’ 

Toni Rosenberg of Boca Raton, Florida re-
lies on Medicare for services related to high- 
blood pressure, lymphedema, and kidney dis-
ease. She says, ‘‘If it was not for Medicare, I 
would be dead. If my Medicare benefits were 
cut or became more expensive, I would have 
to stop eating. By being single, Medicare has 
provided me with a safety net. Medicare is not 
an entitlement—it is something that we’ve paid 
into and should have when we 65. Medicare 
has provided me with not having to choose 
between eating healthy foods or being able to 
get my prescriptions. I do not have to worry 

about my health because I know I have cov-
erage to take care of me. I am a voice for the 
people who cannot speak for themselves, 
please keep your hands off Medicare. My par-
ents and family all fought to have Medicare in 
our golden years so that my children and 
grandchildren will have what I have to keep 
them going in their senior years.’’ 

Harlan Lang from La Plata, Maryland, has 
been on Medicare for twelve years. He says, 
‘‘If I did not have Medicare coverage, the qual-
ity of my life would change terribly, because if 
I was in a crisis, I would not be able to make 
it without the coverage. I believe so strongly in 
Medicare, it is so important to me. I cannot af-
ford to be without the coverage. Healthcare is 
so expensive; I wish it was even better.’’ 

Rosie Woods lives in Richmond Virginia. ‘‘I 
have been enrolled in Medicare for twenty 
years. Medicare has helped me to save on my 
prescriptions,’’ she says. ‘‘My health issues for 
which I am receiving treatment covered 
through Medicare is for cholesterol and I had 
a stroke in 2012. If I did not have Medicare 
my quality of life would change because I 
would have to go on the soup line. If my Medi-
care benefits were cut or if I was charged 
more, I would have to give up a whole lot. It 
would be a lot of stress that I would have to 
go through. Taking care of my home will be 
hard with the expenses. We work very hard 
for them to take money out of our checks ex-
pecting the benefits to be there when we re-
tire.’’ 

Barbara Bonfield of Birmingham, Alabama 
has been enrolled in Medicare for eleven 
years. She says, ‘‘Medicare has helped me on 
most of my expenses. My husband died of a 
heart attack at the age of 64. At the age of 65, 
I was diagnosed with breast cancer and I am 
a survivor, Medicare was my primary insurer. 
Medicare has kept me well and it is a vital part 
of my community, without Medicare coverage 
I probably would not be alive today, it has kept 
me alive. If my Medicare benefits were cut or 
if I was charged more, I would be spending a 
lot of money to obtain my health care. I would 
have to re-adjust to everything (travel, food 
etc.). The last thing that I would have to re-
duce is my medications. I am very aware of 
the rising cost of medical care in this country 
and it is good to know that the Affordable 
Care Act will reduce the medical cost. 

Cynthia Ochs Saur from Melbourne, Florida 
says, ‘‘I reside in Florida and have been en-
rolled in Medicare for four years. I have had 
two wellness exams for breast cancer and a 
lot of health issues which were treated thanks 
to Medicare. If I did not have Medicare cov-
erage my quality of life would change quite a 
bit. If my Medicare benefits were cut or if I 
were charged more, I would have to give up 
other necessities in order to pay for the help 
for my medical problems. I would not be able 
to survive in many ways and would suffer 
greatly.’’ 

Bruce Russell, Sr. is from Missoula, Mon-
tana and has been enrolled in Medicare for 
five years. He says, ‘‘Two weeks ago I was 
operated on for a growth on my neck, had a 
colonoscopy test done and one growth was 
removed—neither one was cancerous. If I did 
not have Medicare coverage I would die 
young. My sister had severe arthritis and shin-
gles, she put up with the pain for three years 
until she was enrolled in Medicare. People 
who retire on fixed incomes without medical 
insurance face serious quality of life issues 
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daily when they do not have the benefits of 
Medicare which they worked for.’’ 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE 2013 
MONTGOMERY AMERICAN ANGELS 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for the House’s attention today to pay 

special tribute to a group of young people in 
my Congressional district from Montgomery, 
Alabama. These girls, the Montgomery Amer-
ican Angels All Star Team, will be traveling to 
Alexandria, Louisiana, this week to play in the 
Dixie Youth Softball World Series. 

Although they are ages nine and 10, these 
girls have shown tremendous maturity and 
skill both on and off the field. They currently 
hold the titles of Dixie Youth Softball Angel Di-
vision X-Play District Runner-ups and Dixie 
Youth Softball Angel Division X-Play State 
Champs. By winning both their Division and 

State titles, they will now represent the great 
state of Alabama in the World Series. 

These 12 girls and their three coaches have 
become the first Angels team from Mont-
gomery American to ever advance to the 
World Series. They will be traveling over 500 
miles from home in the hopes of winning a 
World Series Title. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in congratu-
lating this team and wishing them the best of 
luck as they travel to the Dixie Youth Softball 
World Series. 
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D790 

Tuesday, July 30, 2013 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S6029–S6082 
Measures Introduced: Sixteen bills and five resolu-
tions were introduced, as follows: S. 1385–1400, and 
S. Res. 202–206.                                                Pages S6071–72 

Measures Passed: 
Douglas A. Munro Coast Guard Headquarters 

Building: Senate passed H.R. 2611, to designate the 
headquarters building of the Coast Guard on the 
campus located at 2701 Martin Luther King, Jr., 
Avenue Southeast in the District of Columbia as the 
‘‘Douglas A. Munro Coast Guard Headquarters 
Building’’.                                                              Pages S6081–82 

Reverse Mortgage Stabilization Act: Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs was dis-
charged from further consideration of H.R. 2167, to 
authorize the Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment to establish additional requirements to im-
prove the fiscal safety and soundness of the home eq-
uity conversion mortgage insurance program, and the 
bill was then passed.                                                 Page S6082 

Authorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds: 
Senate agreed to H. Con. Res. 44, authorizing the 
use of the Capitol Grounds for the District of Co-
lumbia Special Olympics Law Enforcement Torch 
Run.                                                                                  Page S6082 

National Whistleblower Appreciation Day: Sen-
ate agreed to S. Res. 202, designating July 30, 
2013, as ‘‘National Whistleblower Appreciation 
Day’’.                                                                                Page S6082 

National Lighthouse and Lighthouse Preserva-
tion Day: Senate agreed to S. Res. 204, designating 
August 7, 2013, as ‘‘National Lighthouse and Light-
house Preservation Day’’.                                        Page S6082 

National Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month: 
Senate agreed to S. Res. 205, expressing support for 
the designation of September 2013 as National 
Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month.                    Page S6082 

National Prostate Cancer Awareness Month: 
Senate agreed to S. Res. 206, designating September 
2013 as ‘‘National Prostate Cancer Awareness 
Month’’.                                                                           Page S6082 

Measures Considered: 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act: 
Senate continued consideration of S. 1243, making 
appropriations for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Development, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2014, taking action on the following amend-
ments and motion proposed thereto:        Pages S6051–52 

Pending: 
Murray (for Cardin) Modified Amendment No. 

1760, to require the Secretary of Transportation to 
submit to Congress a report relating to the condition 
of lane miles and highway bridge deck.         Page S6051 

Coburn Amendment No. 1750, to prohibit funds 
from being directed to federal employees with un-
paid Federal tax liability.                                       Page S6051 

Coburn Amendment No. 1751, to prohibit Fed-
eral funding of union activities by Federal employ-
ees.                                                                                     Page S6051 

Coburn Amendment No. 1754, to prohibit Fed-
eral funds from being used to meet the matching re-
quirements of other Federal Programs.           Page S6051 

Murphy Amendment No. 1783, to require the 
Secretary of Transportation to assess the impact on 
domestic employment of a waiver of the Buy Amer-
ica requirement for Federal-aid highway projects 
prior to issuing the waiver.                                   Page S6051 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the bill, and, in accordance with the provisions of 
Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the Senate, a 
vote on cloture will occur on Thursday, August 1, 
2013.                                                                                Page S6051 

A unanimous-consent-time agreement was reached 
providing for further consideration of the bill at ap-
proximately 9:30 a.m., on Wednesday, July 31, 
2013; that the pending amendments be set aside and 
Senator Paul be recognized to offer Amendment No. 
1739; that there be 60 minutes of debate equally di-
vided between the proponents and opponents; that 
upon the use or yielding back of time, Senate vote 
on or in relation to Paul Amendment No. 1739; and 
that no points of order or second-degree amendments 
be in order to Paul Amendment No. 1739 prior to 
the vote.                                                                          Page S6082 
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Power Nomination—Agreement: A unanimous- 
consent-time agreement was reached providing that 
the cloture motion with respect to the nomination 
of Samantha Power, of Massachusetts, to be Rep-
resentative of the United States of America to the 
Sessions of the General Assembly of the United Na-
tions during her tenure of service as Representative 
of the United States of America to the United Na-
tions, be withdrawn and that at a time to be deter-
mined by the Majority Leader, notwithstanding Rule 
XXII, in consultation with the Republican Leader, 
Senate begin consideration of the nomination; that 
there be two hours for debate equally divided be-
tween the proponents and opponents; that following 
the use or yielding back of time, Senate vote, with-
out intervening action or debate, on confirmation of 
the nomination; that no further motions be in order; 
and the Senate then resume legislative session. 
                                                                                            Page S6052 

Jones Nomination—Agreement: A unanimous- 
consent agreement was reached providing that upon 
disposition of Paul Amendment No. 1739 to S. 
1243, making appropriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and related agencies for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2014, Senate resume consideration of 
the nomination of Byron Todd Jones, of Minnesota, 
to be Director, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Fire-
arms, and Explosives, and that Senate vote on the 
motion to invoke cloture on the nomination. 
                                                                                            Page S6082 

Nominations Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nominations: 

By 54 yeas to 44 nays (Vote No. EX. 190), Kent 
Yoshiho Hirozawa, of New York, to be a Member 
of the National Labor Relations Board. 
                                                                Pages S6031–36, S6036–49 

During consideration of this nomination today, 
Senate also took the following action: 

By 64 yeas to 34 nays (Vote No. 189), three-fifths 
of those Senators duly chosen and sworn, having 
voted in the affirmative, Senate agreed to the motion 
to close further debate on the nomination. 
                                                                                            Page S6031 

By 54 yeas to 44 nays (Vote No. EX. 192), Nancy 
Jean Schiffer, of Maryland, to be a Member of the 
National Labor Relations Board.                Pages S6049–50 

During consideration of this nomination today, 
Senate also took the following action: 

By 65 yeas to 33 nays (Vote No. 191), three-fifths 
of those Senators duly chosen and sworn, having 
voted in the affirmative, Senate agreed to the motion 
to close further debate on the nomination. 
                                                                                    Pages S6049–50 

By 59 yeas to 38 nays (Vote No. EX. 194), Mark 
Gaston Pearce, of New York, to be a Member of the 
National Labor Relations Board.                        Page S6051 

During consideration of this nomination today, 
Senate also took the following action: 

By 69 yeas to 29 nays (Vote No. 193), three-fifths 
of those Senators duly chosen and sworn, having 
voted in the affirmative, Senate agreed to the motion 
to close further debate on the nomination. 
                                                                                    Pages S6050–51 

Harry I. Johnson III, of Virginia, to be a Member 
of the National Labor Relations Board for the term 
of five years expiring August 27, 2015.         Page S6051 

Philip Andrew Miscimarra, of Illinois, to be a 
Member of the National Labor Relations Board for 
the term of five years expiring December 16, 2017. 
                                                                                            Page S6051 

Nomination Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nomination: 

Nicholas Christopher Geale, of Virginia, to be a 
Member of the National Mediation Board for a term 
expiring July 1, 2016.                                             Page S6082 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S6066 

Measures Referred:                                         Pages S6066–67 

Measures Placed on the Calendar: 
                                                                            Pages S6029, S6067 

Measures Read the First Time:                      Page S6067 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S6067–68 

Executive Reports of Committees:       Pages S6068–71 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S6072–73 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S6073–80 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S6064–66 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S6080–81 

Notices of Hearings/Meetings:                        Page S6081 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S6081 

Privileges of the Floor:                                        Page S6081 

Record Votes: Six record votes were taken today. 
(Total—194)                                            Pages S6031, S6049–51 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 8:13 p.m., until 9:30 a.m. on Wednes-
day, July 31, 2013. (For Senate’s program, see the 
remarks of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s 
Record on page S6082.) 
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Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

APPROPRIATIONS: DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Depart-
ment of Defense approved for full committee consid-
eration an original bill making appropriations for the 
Department of Defense for fiscal year 2014. 

NOMINATIONS 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine the nominations of Admiral 
Cecil E.D. Haney, USN for reappointment to the 
grade of admiral and to be Commander, United 
States Strategic Command, and Lieutenant General 
Curtis M. Scaparrotti, USA to be general and Com-
mander, United Nations Command/Combined Forces 
Command/United States Forces Korea, both of the 
Department of Defense, after the nominees testified 
and answered questions in their own behalf. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee ordered favor-
ably reported the nominations of Stephen Woolman 
Preston, of the District of Columbia, to be General 
Counsel, Jon T. Rymer, of Tennessee, to be Inspec-
tor General, Susan J. Rabern, of Kansas, to be As-
sistant Secretary of the Navy for Financial Manage-
ment and Comptroller, Dennis V. McGinn, of Mary-
land, to be Assistant Secretary of the Navy for En-
ergy, Installations, and Environment, all of the De-
partment of Defense, and 2,256 nominations in the 
Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps. 

WALL STREET REFORMS 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine miti-
gating systemic risk in financial markets through 
Wall Street reforms, after receiving testimony from 
Mary Jo White, Chair, Securities and Exchange 
Commission; and Gary Gensler, Chairman, Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission. 

HEALTH CARE COSTS 
Committee on the Budget: Committee concluded a hear-
ing to examine health care costs, focusing on recent 
progress and remaining challenges, after receiving 
testimony from Len M. Nichols, George Mason Uni-
versity College of Health and Human Services Cen-
ter for Health Policy Research and Ethics, Fairfax, 
Virginia; and Kavita K. Patel, The Brookings Insti-
tution Engelberg Center for Health Care Reform, 
and Joseph R. Antos, American Enterprise Institute, 
both of Washington, DC. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: 
Committee ordered favorably reported the following 
business items: 

S. 134, to arrange for the National Academy of 
Sciences to study the impact of violent video games 
and violent video programming on children, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute; 

S. Res. 157, expressing the sense of the Senate 
that telephone service must be improved in rural 
areas of the United States and that no entity may 
unreasonably discriminate against telephone users in 
those areas, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute; 

S. 267, to prevent, deter, and eliminate illegal, 
unreported and unregulated fishing through port 
State measures; 

S. 269, to establish uniform administrative and 
enforcement authorities for the enforcement of the 
High Seas Driftnet Fishing Moratorium Protection 
Act and similar statutes, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute; 

S. 376, to reauthorize the National Integrated 
Drought Information System, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute; 

S. 839, to reauthorize the Coral Reef Conservation 
Act of 2000; 

S. 921, to amend chapter 301 of title 49, United 
States Code, to prohibit the rental of motor vehicles 
that contain a defect related to motor vehicle safety; 

S. 1068, to reauthorize and amend the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Commis-
sioned Officer Corps Act of 2002, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute; 

S. 1072, to ensure that the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration advances the safety of small airplanes 
and the continued development of the general avia-
tion industry, with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute; 

S. 1254, to amend the Harmful Algal Blooms and 
Hypoxia Research and Control Act of 1998; 

S. 1317, to authorize the programs of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration for fis-
cal years 2014 through 2016, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute; 

S. 1344, to promote research, monitoring, and ob-
servation of the Arctic, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute; 

S. 1353, to provide for an ongoing, voluntary 
public-private partnership to improve cybersecurity, 
and to strengthen cybersecurity research and devel-
opment, workforce development and education, and 
public awareness and preparedness, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute; and 

The nominations of Jannette Lake Dates, of Mary-
land, Bruce M. Ramer, of California, Brent Franklin 
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Nelsen, of South Carolina, Howard Abel Husock, of 
New York, and Loretta Cheryl Sutliff, of Nevada, all 
to be a Member of the Board of Directors of the 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting, Thomas C. Car-
per, of Illinois, to be a Director of the Amtrak Board 
of Directors, Thomas Edgar Wheeler, of the District 
of Columbia, to be a Member of the Federal Com-
munications Commission, Mark E. Schaefer, of Cali-
fornia, to be Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Oceans and Atmosphere, and nominations for pro-
motion in the United States Coast Guard. 

PUBLIC LANDS, FORESTS, AND MINING 
BILLS 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: Sub-
committee on Public Lands, Forests, and Mining 
concluded a hearing to examine S. 37, to sustain the 
economic development and recreational use of Na-
tional Forest System land and other public land in 
the State of Montana, to add certain land to the Na-
tional Wilderness Preservation System, to release cer-
tain wilderness study areas, to designate new areas 
for recreation, S. 343, to provide for the conveyance 
of certain Federal land in Clark County, Nevada, for 
the environmental remediation and reclamation of 
the Three Kids Mine Project Site, S. 364, to estab-
lish the Rocky Mountain Front Conservation Man-
agement Area, to designate certain Federal land as 
wilderness, and to improve the management of nox-
ious weeds in the Lewis and Clark National Forest, 
S. 404, to preserve the Green Mountain Lookout in 
the Glacier Peak Wilderness of the Mount Baker- 
Snoqualmie National Forest, S. 753, to provide for 
national security benefits for White Sands Missile 
Range and Fort Bliss, S. 1169, to withdraw and re-
serve certain public land in the State of Montana for 
the Limestone Hills Training Area, S. 1300, to 
amend the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 
to provide for the conduct of stewardship end result 
contracting projects, S. 1301, to provide for the res-
toration of forest landscapes, protection of old 
growth forests, and management of national forests 
in the eastside forests of the State of Oregon, S. 
1309, to withdraw and reserve certain public land 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Interior 
for military uses, H.R. 507, to provide for the con-
veyance of certain land inholdings owned by the 
United States to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe of Arizona, 
H.R. 862, to authorize the conveyance of two small 
parcels of land within the boundaries of the 
Coconino National Forest containing private im-
provements that were developed based upon the reli-
ance of the landowners in an erroneous survey con-
ducted in May 1960, H.R. 876, to authorize the 
continued use of certain water diversions located on 
National Forest System land in the Frank Church- 

River of No Return Wilderness and the Selway-Bit-
terroot Wilderness in the State of Idaho, and H.R. 
993 and S. 509, bills to provide for the conveyance 
of certain parcels of National Forest System land to 
the city of Fruit Heights, Utah, after receiving testi-
mony from Katherine G. Hammack, Assistant Sec-
retary of the Army for Installations, Energy, and En-
vironment, and Roger M. Natsuhara, Acting Assist-
ant Secretary of the Navy for Energy, Installations, 
and Environment, both of the Department of De-
fense; Ned Farquhar, Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
the Interior for Land and Minerals Management; and 
Leslie Weldon, Deputy Chief, National Forest Sys-
tem, Forest Service, Department of Agriculture. 

NUCLEAR WASTE ADMINISTRATION ACT 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: Committee 
concluded a hearing to examine S. 1240, to establish 
a new organization to manage nuclear waste, provide 
a consensual process for siting nuclear waste facili-
ties, ensure adequate funding for managing nuclear 
waste, after receiving testimony from Ernest J. 
Moniz, Secretary of Energy; Sally Young Jameson, 
National Conference of State Legislatures, 
Bryantown, Maryland; Joe Garcia, National Congress 
of American Indians, Ohkay Owingeh, New Mexico; 
David C. Boyd, Minnesota Public Utilities Commis-
sion, St. Paul, on behalf of the National Association 
of Regulatory Utility Commissioners (NARUC) 
Committee on Electricity; Chuck Smith, Jr., Aiken 
County, North Augusta, South Carolina, on behalf of 
the Energy Communities Alliance; Marvin S. Fertel, 
Nuclear Energy Institute, and Geoffrey H. Fettus, 
Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., both of 
Washington, D.C.; and David Lochbaum, Nuclear 
Safety Project, Chattanooga, Tennessee, on behalf of 
the Union of Concerned Scientists. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Environment and Public Works: Com-
mittee ordered favorably reported the nominations of 
Kenneth J. Kopocis, of Virginia, to be an Assistant 
Administrator for the Office of Water, James J. 
Jones, of the District of Columbia, to be Assistant 
Administrator for the Office of Chemical Safety and 
Pollution Prevention, and Avi Garbow, of Virginia, 
to be General Counsel, all of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee ordered fa-
vorably reported the nominations of Morrell John 
Berry, of Maryland, to be Ambassador to Australia, 
Patricia Marie Haslach, of Oregon, to be Ambassador 
to the Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia, 
Reuben Earl Brigety, II, of Florida, to be Represent-
ative to the African Union, with the rank and status 
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of Ambassador, Daniel A. Clune, of Maryland, to be 
Ambassador to the Lao People’s Democratic Repub-
lic, Patrick Hubert Gaspard, of New York, to be 
Ambassador to the Republic of South Africa, Steph-
anie Sanders Sullivan, of New York, to be Ambas-
sador to the Republic of the Congo, Joseph Y. Yun, 
of Oregon, to be Ambassador to Malaysia, Linda 
Thomas-Greenfield, of Louisiana, to be Assistant Sec-
retary for African Affairs, James F. Entwistle, of Vir-
ginia, to be Ambassador to the Federal Republic of 
Nigeria, David D. Pearce, of Virginia, to be Ambas-
sador to Greece, John B. Emerson, of California, to 
be Ambassador to the Federal Republic of Germany, 
John Rufus Gifford, of Massachusetts, to be Ambas-
sador to Denmark, Denise Campbell Bauer, of Cali-
fornia, to be Ambassador to Belgium, and James 
Costos, of California, to be Ambassador to Spain and 
to serve concurrently and without additional com-
pensation as Ambassador to Andorra, all of the De-
partment of State. 

Also, committee announced the following sub-
committee assignments: 
Subcommittee on International Operations and Organiza-
tions, Human Rights, Democracy, and Global Women’s 
Issues: Senators Boxer (Chair), Shaheen, Durbin, 
Coons, Kaine, Paul, Risch, Rubio, and Johnson 
(WI). 
Subcommittee on East Asian and Pacific Affairs: Senators 
Cardin (Chair), Murphy, Boxer, Udall (NM), Mar-
key, Rubio, Johnson (WI), Flake, and McCain. 
Subcommittee on Near Eastern and South and Central 
Asian Affairs: Senators Kaine (Chair), Boxer, Cardin, 
Coons, Durbin, Risch, Rubio, Johnson (WI), and 
McCain. 
Subcommittee on African Affairs: Senators Coons 
(Chair), Durbin, Cardin, Shaheen, Udall (NM), 
Flake, McCain, Barrasso, and Paul. 
Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere and Global Narcotics 
Affairs: Senators Udall (NM) (Chair), Kaine, Boxer, 
Shaheen, Murphy, McCain, Rubio, Barrasso, and 
Paul. 
Subcommittee on European Affairs: Senators Murphy 
(Chair), Shaheen, Markey, Cardin, Durbin, Johnson 
(WI), Risch, Flake, and Barrasso. 
Subcommittee on International Development and Foreign 
Assistance, Economic Affairs, International Environmental 
Protection, and Peace Corps: Senators Markey (Chair), 
Udall (NM), Coons, Murphy, Kaine, Barrasso, Risch, 
Flake, and Paul. 

Senators Menendez and Corker are ex officio mem-
bers of each subcommittee. 

NOMINATIONS 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded 
a hearing to examine the nominations of Steve A. 
Linick, of Virginia, to be Inspector General, Mat-
thew Winthrop Barzun, of Kentucky, to be Ambas-
sador to the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, David Hale, of New Jersey, to be 
Ambassador to the Republic of Lebanon, Liliana 
Ayalde, of Maryland, to be Ambassador to the Fed-
erative Republic of Brazil, Evan Ryan, of Virginia, 
to be Assistant Secretary for Educational and Cul-
tural Affairs, Kirk W.B. Wagar, of Florida, to be 
Ambassador to the Republic of Singapore, who was 
introduced by Senator Nelson, Daniel A. Sepulveda, 
of Florida, to be Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
International Communications and Information Pol-
icy in the Bureau of Economic, Energy, and Business 
Affairs and U. S. Coordinator for International Com-
munications and Information Policy, Terence Patrick 
McCulley, of Washington, to be Ambassador to the 
Republic of Cote d’Ivoire, James C. Swan, of Cali-
fornia, to be Ambassador to the Democratic Repub-
lic of the Congo, John R. Phillips, of the District 
of Columbia, to be Ambassador to the Italian Re-
public, and to serve concurrently and without addi-
tional compensation as Ambassador to the Republic 
of San Marino, Kenneth Francis Hackett, of Mary-
land, to be Ambassador to the Holy See, and Alexa 
Lange Wesner, of Texas, to be Ambassador to the 
Republic of Austria, all of the Department of State, 
after the nominees testified and answered questions 
in their own behalf. 

STANDARD ESSENTIAL PATENT DISPUTES 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Anti-
trust, Competition Policy and Consumer Rights con-
cluded a hearing to examine standard essential pat-
ent disputes and antitrust law, after receiving testi-
mony from Suzanne Munck, Chief Counsel for Intel-
lectual Property and Deputy Director, Office of Pol-
icy Planning, Federal Trade Commission; A. Douglas 
Melamed, Intel Corporation, Santa Clara, California; 
Donald J. Rosenberg, Qualcomm Incorporated, San 
Diego, California; and John D. Kulick, The Institute 
of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, Incorporated, 
Standards Association, New York, New York. 

INTELLIGENCE 
Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee held closed 
hearings on intelligence matters, receiving testimony 
from officials of the intelligence community. 

Committee recessed subject to the call. 
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House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 22 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 2847–2868; and 5 resolutions, H. 
Con. Res. 46–47; and H. Res. 319–321 were intro-
duced.                                                                       Pages H5172–74 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H5174–76 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 850, to impose additional human rights and 

economic and financial sanctions with respect to 
Iran, and for other purposes, with an amendment (H. 
Rept. 113–177, Pt. 1); 

H.R. 2226, to amend the Comprehensive Envi-
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 relating to State consultation on re-
moval and remedial actions, State concurrence with 
listing on the National Priorities List, and State 
credit for contributions to the removal or remedial 
action, and for other purposes, with an amendment 
(H. Rept. 113–178, Pt. 1); 

H.R. 2279, to amend the Solid Waste Disposal 
Act relating to review of regulations under such Act 
and to amend the Comprehensive Environmental Re-
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 re-
lating to financial responsibility for classes of facili-
ties, with an amendment (H. Rept. 113–179, Pt. 1); 

H.R. 2318, to amend the Comprehensive Envi-
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 with respect to the applicability of the 
Act to Federal facilities, and for other purposes, with 
an amendment (H. Rept. 113–180, Pt. 1); 

H.R. 698, to amend the Public Health Service 
Act to establish safeguards and standards of quality 
for research and transplantation of organs infected 
with human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) (H. 
Rept. 113–181, Pt. 1); 

H.R. 2094, to amend the Public Health Service 
Act to increase the preference given, in awarding 
certain asthma-related grants, to certain States (those 
allowing trained school personnel to administer epi-
nephrine and meeting other related requirements) 
(H. Rept. 113–182); 

H.R. 313, to amend title 5, United States Code, 
to institute spending limits and transparency re-
quirements for Federal conference and travel expend-
itures, and for other purposes, with an amendment 
(H. Rept. 113–183); 

H.R. 2711, to amend title 5, United States Code, 
to establish certain procedures for conducting in-per-
son or telephonic interactions by Executive branch 
employees with individuals, and for other purposes, 
with an amendment (H. Rept. 113–184, Pt. 1); and 

H.R. 2855, making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of State, foreign operations, and related pro-
grams for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2014, 
and for other purposes (H. Rept. 113–185). 
                                                                                            Page H5172 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Culberson to act as Speaker 
pro tempore for today.                                             Page H5095 

Recess: The House recessed at 12:28 p.m. and re-
convened at 2 p.m.                                                    Page H5098 

Recess: The House recessed at 2:21 p.m. and recon-
vened at 3:04 p.m.                                                    Page H5101 

Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2014: The House began consideration of H.R. 2610, 
making appropriations for the Departments of Trans-
portation, and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2014. Consideration is expected to re-
sume tomorrow, July 31st.        Pages H5101–45, H5149–70 

Agreed to: 
Griffin (AR) amendment that increases funding, 

by offset, for operational expenses of the Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Administration by 
$500,000;                                                               Pages H5117–23 

Latham amendment that makes a technical correc-
tion relating to funding for the Research and Inno-
vative Technology Administration;           Pages H5124–25 

Speier amendment that increases funding, by off-
set, for aviation safety activities by $500,000; 
                                                                                    Pages H5128–29 

Wolf amendment that strikes section 123; 
                                                                                    Pages H5132–34 

Gallego amendment that removes the funding cap 
of $10,778,000 for the Office of Intelligence, Secu-
rity and Emergency Response (by a recorded vote of 
317 ayes to 92 noes, Roll No. 419); 
                                                                      Pages H5123–24, H5138 

Young (AK) amendment that exempts Alaska and 
Hawaii from the per passenger subsidy cap of $500 
for the essential air service program (by a recorded 
vote of 239 ayes to 175 noes, Roll No. 420); 
                                                                Pages H5125–26, H5138–39 

Castor (FL) amendment that increases funding, by 
offset, for the Housing and Urban Development Of-
fice of Field Policy and Management by $3,000,000; 
                                                                                    Pages H5152–53 

Capito amendment that increases funding, by off-
set, for the community development block grant 
program by $350,000,000;                           Pages H5153–54 
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Latham amendment that makes a technical correc-
tion relating to funding for Project-Based Rental As-
sistance;                                                                   Pages H5161–62 

Grayson amendment that increases funding for the 
creation and promotion of translated materials and 
other programs that support the assistance of persons 
with limited English proficiency in utilizing the 
services provided by HUD by $150,000; and 
                                                                                    Pages H5164–68 

Broun (GA) amendment that reduces funding for 
salaries and expenses of the Federal Maritime Com-
mission by $100,000 and applies the savings to the 
spending reduction account.                                 Page H5168 

Rejected: 
Broun (GA) amendment that sought to eliminate 

funding for Capital and Debt Service Grants to the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation and apply 
the $600,000,000 in savings to the spending reduc-
tion account;                                                         Pages H5134–35 

Grayson amendment that sought to cap the per 
passenger subsidy for essential air service at $250 (by 
a recorded vote of 191 ayes to 224 noes, Roll No. 
421);                                                            Pages H5126, H5139–40 

McClintock amendment (No. 4 printed in the 
Congressional Record of July 26, 2013) that sought 
to eliminate the essential air service program and 
apply the $100,000,000 in savings to the spending 
reduction account (by a recorded vote of 166 ayes to 
248 noes, Roll No. 422);                 Pages H5126–28, H5140 

Hastings (FL) amendment that sought to increase 
funding for NextGen and operations planning activi-
ties by $3,497,000 (by a recorded vote of 154 ayes 
to 258 noes, Roll No. 423);     Pages H5129–30, H5140–41 

Hastings (FL) amendment that sought to des-
ignate $870,031,000 for NextGen facilities and 
equipment (by a recorded vote of 109 ayes to 300 
noes, Roll No. 424);                           Pages H5130, H5141–42 

Hastings (FL) amendment that sought to des-
ignate $61,960,000 for NextGen research and devel-
opment (by a recorded vote of 116 ayes to 295 noes, 
Roll No. 425); and                        Pages H5130–32, H5142–43 

Broun (GA) amendment that sought to reduce 
funding for Rental Housing Assistance by 
$5,000,000 and apply the savings to the spending 
reduction account.                                              Pages H5162–63 

Withdrawn: 
Nadler amendment that was offered and subse-

quently withdrawn that would have increased fund-
ing, by offset, for the Housing Opportunities for 
Persons with AIDS program by $29,000,000 and 
                                                                                    Pages H5158–60 

Al Green (TX) amendment that was offered and 
subsequently withdrawn that would have increased 
funding for Fair Housing Activities by $12,500,000. 
                                                                                  Pages– H5163–64 

Point of Order sustained against: 
Nadler amendment that sought to increase fund-

ing for Capital Investment Grants by $127,283,000 
and                                                                             Pages H5135–36 

Nadler amendment that sought to increase fund-
ing for renewals of expiring section 8 tenant-based 
annual contributions contracts by $1,000,000,000. 
                                                                                    Pages H5157–58 

Proceedings Postponed: 
Garrett amendment that seeks to eliminate grants 

to the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Au-
thority and apply the $125,000,000 in savings to 
the spending reduction account; 
                                                                Pages H5136–38, H5143–45 

Velázquez amendment that seeks to increase fund-
ing, by offset, for housing counseling assistance by 
$10,000,000;                                                                Page H5154 

Barber amendment that seeks to increase funding, 
by offset, for rental voucher assistance for use 
through a supported housing program administered 
in conjunction with the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs by $1,000,000;                                         Pages H5154–56 

Broun (GA) amendment that seeks to reduce 
funding for Homeless Assistance Grants by 
$55,000,000 and apply the savings to the spending 
reduction account; and                                    Pages H5160–61 

Broun (GA) amendment that seeks to reduce 
funding for salaries and expenses of the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation Office of Inspector 
General by $4,800,000.                                  Pages H5168–70 

H. Res. 312, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bills (H.R. 2397) and (H.R. 2610) was agreed 
to on Tuesday, July 23rd. 
Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and pass the following measures: 

School Access to Emergency Epinephrine Act: 
H.R. 2094, to amend the Public Health Service Act 
to increase the preference given, in awarding certain 
asthma-related grants, to certain States (those allow-
ing trained school personnel to administer epineph-
rine and meeting other related requirements); 
                                                                                    Pages H5145–47 

Collectible Coin Protection Act: H.R. 2754, to 
amend the Hobby Protection Act to make unlawful 
the provision of assistance or support in violation of 
that Act; and                                                        Pages H5147–48 

Amending the Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956 to 
reauthorize the volunteer programs and community 
partnerships for the benefit of national wildlife 
refuges: H.R. 1300, amended, to amend the Fish 
and Wildlife Act of 1956 to reauthorize the volun-
teer programs and community partnerships for the 
benefit of national wildlife refuges.          Pages H5148–49 
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Board of Trustees of the Open World Leader-
ship Center—Appointment: The Chair announced 
the Speaker’s appointment of the following Member 
on the part of the House to the Board of Trustees 
of the Open World Leadership Center: Representa-
tive Moran.                                                                    Page H5171 

Advisory Committee on Student Financial As-
sistance—Appointment: The Chair announced the 
Speaker’s appointment, upon the recommendation of 
the Minority Leader, of the following individual on 
the part of the House to the Advisory Committee on 
Student Financial Assistance for a term of four years: 
Mr. Fred Hurst of Flagstaff, AZ.                       Page H5171 

Congressional-Executive Commission on the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China—Appointment: The 
Chair announced the Speaker’s appointment of the 
following Members on the part of the House to the 
Congressional-Executive Commission on the People’s 
Republic of China: Representatives Kaptur and 
Honda.                                                                             Page H5171 

Japan-United States Friendship Commission— 
Appointment: The Chair announced the Speaker’s 
appointment of the following Member on the part of 
the House to the Japan-United States Friendship 
Commission: Representative McDermott.     Page H5171 

House Commission on Congressional Mailing 
Standards—Appointment: The Chair announced 
the Speaker’s appointment of the following Members 
to the House Commission on Congressional Mailing 
Standards: Representatives Davis (CA), Sherman, and 
Richmond.                                                                     Page H5171 

Discharge Petition: Representative Stockman pre-
sented to the clerk a motion to discharge the Com-
mittee on Rules from the consideration of H. Res. 
306, providing for the consideration of the resolution 
(H. Res. 36) establishing a select committee to in-
vestigate and report on the attack on the United 
States consulate in Benghazi, Libya (Discharge Peti-
tion No. 4). 
Quorum Calls—Votes: Seven recorded votes devel-
oped during the proceedings of today and appear on 
pages H5138, H5138–39, H5139–40, H5140, 
H5140–41, H5141, H5142. There were no quorum 
calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 12 noon and ad-
journed at 10:21 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Full Committee 
began a markup on H.R. 2810, the ‘‘Medicare Pa-
tient Access and Quality Improvement Act of 2013’’; 

and H.R. 2844, the ‘‘Federal Communications Com-
mission Consolidated Reporting Act of 2013’’. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
JULY 31, 2013 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: busi-

ness meeting to consider S. 1376, to improve the Federal 
Housing Administration and to ensure the solvency of the 
Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund, 10 a.m., SD–538. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: to 
hold hearings to examine energy drinks, focusing on ex-
ploring concerns about marketing to youth, 2:30 p.m., 
SR–253. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: Subcommittee 
on National Parks, to hold hearings to examine S. 398, 
to establish the Commission to Study the Potential Cre-
ation of a National Women’s History Museum, S. 524, 
to amend the National Trails System Act to provide for 
the study of the Pike National Historic Trail, S. 618, to 
require the Secretary of the Interior to conduct certain 
special resource studies, S. 702, to designate the 
Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley National Herit-
age Corridor as ‘‘The Last Green Valley National Herit-
age Corridor’’, S. 781, to modify the boundary of Yosem-
ite National Park, S. 782, to amend Public Law 101–377 
to revise the boundaries of the Gettysburg National Mili-
tary Park to include the Gettysburg Train Station, S. 
869, to establish the Alabama Black Belt National Herit-
age Area, S. 925, to improve the Lower East Side Tene-
ment National Historic Site, S. 995, to authorize the Na-
tional Desert Storm Memorial Association to establish the 
National Desert Storm and Desert Shield Memorial as a 
commemorative work in the District of Columbia, S. 
974, to provide for certain land conveyances in the State 
of Nevada, S. 1044, to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to install in the area of the World War II Memorial in 
the District of Columbia a suitable plaque or an inscrip-
tion with the words that President Franklin D. Roosevelt 
prayed with the United States on D–Day, June 6, 1944, 
S. 1071, to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
make improvements to support facilities for National 
Historic Sites operated by the National Park Service, S. 
1138, to reauthorize the Hudson River Valley National 
Heritage Area S. 1151, to reauthorize the America’s Agri-
cultural Heritage Partnership in the State of Iowa, S. 
1157, to reauthorize the Rivers of Steel National Herit-
age Area, the Lackawanna Valley National Heritage Area, 
the Delaware and Lehigh National Heritage Corridor, and 
the Schuylkill River Valley National Heritage Area, S. 
1168, to amend the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
of 1978 to limit overbroad surveillance requests and ex-
pand reporting requirements, S. 1252, to amend the 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to designate segments of the 
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Missisquoi River and the Trout River in the State of 
Vermont, as components of the National Wild and Scenic 
Rivers System, S. 1253, to amend the Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act to designate certain segments of the Farm-
ington River and Salmon Brook in the State of Con-
necticut as components of the National Wild and Scenic 
Rivers System, H.R. 674, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to study the suitability and feasibility of des-
ignating prehistoric, historic, and limestone forest sites on 
Rota, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, as 
a unit of the National Park System, H.R. 885, to expand 
the boundary of the San Antonio Missions National His-
torical Park, H.R. 1033 and S. 916, bills to authorize the 
acquisition and protection of nationally significant battle-
fields and associated sites of the Revolutionary War and 
the War of 1812 under the American Battlefield Protec-
tion Program, and H.R. 1158, to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to continue stocking fish in certain lakes in 
the North Cascades National Park, Ross Lake National 
Recreation Area, and Lake Chelan National Recreation 
Area, 2:30 p.m., SD–366. 

Committee on Environment and Public Works: to hold hear-
ings to examine strengthening public health protections 
by addressing toxic chemical threats, 9:30 a.m., SD–406. 

Committee on Finance: Subcommittee on Energy, Natural 
Resources, and Infrastructure, to hold hearings to examine 
principles for energy tax reform, 2:30 p.m., SD–215. 

Committee on Foreign Relations: Subcommittee on Euro-
pean Affairs, to hold hearings to examine where Turkey 
is headed, focusing on Gezi Park, Taksim Square, and the 
future of the Turkish model, 3 p.m., SD–419. 

Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: busi-
ness meeting to consider S. 1356, to amend the Work-
force Investment Act of 1998 to strengthen the United 
States workforce development system through innovation 
in, and alignment and improvement of, employment, 
training, and education programs in the United States, 
and to promote individual and national economic growth, 
the nominations of Robert F. Cohen, Jr., of West Vir-
ginia, and William Ira Althen, of Virginia, both to be 
a Member of the Federal Mine Safety and Health Review 
Commission, Catherine Elizabeth Lhamon, of California, 
to be Assistant Secretary of Education for Civil Rights, 
and any pending nominations, 10 a.m., SD–608. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
business meeting to consider S. 1398, to require the Fed-
eral Government to expedite the sale of underutilized 
Federal real property, S. 1360, to amend the Improper 
Payments Elimination and Recovery Improvement Act of 
2012, including making changes to the Do Not Pay ini-
tiative, for improved detection, prevention, and recovery 
of improper payments to deceased individuals, S. 1276, 
to increase oversight of the Revolving Fund of the Office 
of Personnel Management, strengthen the authority to 
terminate or debar employees and contractors involved in 
misconduct affecting the integrity of security clearance 
background investigations, enhance transparency regard-
ing the criteria utilized by Federal departments and agen-
cies to determine when a security clearance is required, 
H.R. 1162, to amend title 31, United States Code, to 
make improvements in the Government Accountability 

Office, S. 1348, to reauthorize the Congressional Award 
Act, H.R. 1171, to amend title 40, United States Code, 
to improve veterans service organizations access to Federal 
surplus personal property, S. 233, to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located at 815 County 
Road 23 in Tyrone, New York, as the ‘‘Specialist Chris-
topher Scott Post Office Building’’, S. 668, to designate 
the facility of the United States Postal Service located at 
14 Main Street in Brockport, New York, as the ‘‘Staff 
Sergeant Nicholas J. Reid Post Office Building’’, S. 796, 
to designate the facility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 302 East Green Street in Champaign, Illi-
nois, as the ‘‘James R. Burgess Jr. Post Office Building’’, 
S. 885, to designate the facility of the United States Post-
al Service located at 35 Park Street in Danville, Vermont, 
as the ‘‘Thaddeus Stevens Post Office’’, S. 1093, to des-
ignate the facility of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 130 Caldwell Drive in Hazlehurst, Mississippi, 
as the ‘‘First Lieutenant Alvin Chester Cockrell, Jr. Post 
Office Building’’, and the nominations of John H. 
Thompson, of the District of Columbia, to be Director of 
the Census, Department of Commerce, and Katherine 
Archuleta, of Colorado, to be Director of the Office of 
Personnel Management, 10 a.m., SD–342. 

Subcommittee on Emergency Management, Inter-
governmental Relations, and the District of Colum-
bia, to hold hearings to examine how prepared the 
National Capital Region is for the next disaster, 2 
p.m., SD–342. 

Committee on Indian Affairs: to hold hearings to examine 
S. 235, to provide for the conveyance of certain property 
located in Anchorage, Alaska, from the United States to 
the Alaska Native Tribal Health Consortium, S. 920, to 
allow the Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
in the State of Minnesota to lease or transfer certain land, 
and S. 1352, the Native American Housing Assistance 
and Self-determination Reauthorization Act of 2013, 2:30 
p.m., SD–628. 

Committee on the Judiciary: to hold hearings to examine 
strengthening privacy rights and national security, focus-
ing on oversight of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act (FISA) surveillance programs, 9 a.m., SH–216. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: to hold hearings to exam-
ine preserving the rights of servicemembers, veterans, and 
their families in the financial marketplace, 10 a.m., 
SR–418. 

House 
Committee on Appropriations, Full Committee, markup on 

Interior and Environment and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Bill, FY 2014, 11 a.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

Committee on the Budget, Full Committee, hearing enti-
tled ‘‘The War on Poverty: A Progress Report’’, 12:30 
p.m., 210 Cannon. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, Full Committee, 
markup on H.R. 2810, the ‘‘Medicare Patient Access and 
Quality Improvement Act of 2013’’; and H.R. 2844, the 
‘‘Federal Communications Commission Consolidated Re-
porting Act of 2013’’, 11:30 a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 
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Subcommittee on Environment and the Economy, hear-
ing entitled ‘‘Oversight of DOE’s Strategy for the Man-
agement and Disposal of Used Nuclear Fuel and High- 
Level Radioactive Waste’’, 2 p.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on the Mid-
dle East and North Africa, hearing entitled ‘‘The Iran- 
Syria Nexus and its Implications for the Region’’, 2:30 
p.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Management Efficiency: and Subcommittee on 
Transportation Security, hearing entitled ‘‘TSA Integrity 
Challenges: Examining Misconduct by Airport Security 
Personnel’’, 10 a.m., 311 Cannon. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Full Committee, markup on 
H.R. 1123, the ‘‘Unlocking Consumer Choice and Wire-
less Competition Act’’; H.R. 2542, the ‘‘Regulatory 
Flexibility Improvements Act of 2013’’; H.R. 2641, the 
‘‘Responsibly And Professionally Invigorating Develop-
ment Act of 2013’’; and H.R. 2655, the ‘‘Lawsuit Abuse 
Reduction Act of 2013’’, 11 a.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, Full Committee, markup 
on H.R. 255, to amend certain definitions contained in 
the Provo River Project Transfer Act for purposes of clari-
fying certain property descriptions, and for other pur-
poses; H.R. 553, to designate the exclusive economic 
zone of the United States as the ‘‘Ronald Wilson Reagan 
Exclusive Economic Zone of the United States’’; H.R. 
623, the ‘‘Alaska Native Tribal Health Consortium Land 
Transfer Act’’; H.R. 908, the ‘‘Green Mountain Lookout 
Heritage Protection Act’’; H.R. 930, the ‘‘New Philadel-
phia, Illinois, Study Act’’; H.R. 1168, to direct the Sec-
retary of the Interior, acting through the Bureau of Land 
Management, to convey to the City of Carlin, Nevada, in 
exchange for consideration, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States, to any Federal land within that city 
that is under the jurisdiction of that agency, and for 
other purposes; H.R. 1170, to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior, acting through the Bureau of Land Management 
and the Bureau of Reclamation, to convey, by quitclaim 
deed, to the City of Fernley, Nevada, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States, to any Federal land within 
that city that is under the jurisdiction of either of those 
agencies; H.R. 1526, the ‘‘Restoring Healthy Forests for 
Healthy Communities Act’’; H.R. 1684, the ‘‘Ranch A 
Consolidation and Management Improvement Act’’; H.R. 
1818, the ‘‘Polar Bear Conservation and Fairness Act of 
2013’’; H.R. 1963, the ‘‘Bureau of Reclamation Conduit 

Hydropower Development Equity and Jobs Act’’; H.R. 
2388, to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to take 
certain Federal lands located in El Dorado County, Cali-
fornia, into trust for the benefit of the Shingle Springs 
Band of Miwok Indians, and for other purposes; H.R. 
2463, the ‘‘Target Practice and Marksmanship Training 
Support Act’’: H.R. 2650 the ‘‘Fond du Lac Band of Lake 
Superior Chippewa Non-Intercourse Act of 2013’’; H.R. 
2728, the ‘‘Protecting States’ Rights to Promote Amer-
ican Energy Security Act’’; 10:30 a.m., 1320 Longworth. 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, Sub-
committee on Energy Policy, Health Care and Entitle-
ments, hearing entitled ‘‘Oversight of the IRS’s Legal 
Basis for Expanding ObamaCare’s Taxes and Subsidies’’, 
10:15 a.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Committee on Rules, Full Committee, hearing on H.R. 
367, the ‘‘Regulations From the Executive in Need of 
Scrutiny Act of 2013’’; and H.R. 2009, the ‘‘Keep the 
IRS Off Your Health Care Act of 2013’’, 3 p.m., H–313 
Capitol. 

Committee on Science, Space, and Technology, Subcommittee 
on Research and Technology, hearing entitled ‘‘The Fron-
tiers of Human Brain Research’’, 11 a.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Sub-
committee on Coast Guard and Maritime, hearing enti-
tled ‘‘How to Improve the Efficiency, Safety, and Security 
of Maritime Transportation: Better Use and Integration of 
Maritime Domain Awareness Data’’, 11 a.m., 2167 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Ways and Means, Subcommittee on 
Human Resources, hearing entitled ‘‘Improving the Safety 
Net: Better Coordinating Today’s Maze of Programs to 
Ensure Families Receive Real Help’’, 2 p.m., 1100 Long-
worth. 

Joint Meetings 
Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe: to hold 

hearings to examine implications for economic develop-
ment in Central Asia, focusing on if the government can 
create the necessary conditions for more trade and ex-
change, including infrastructure development, efficient 
customs regimes and reliable transportation networks, 2 
p.m., 340, Cannon Building. 

Joint Economic Committee: to hold hearings to examine 
how tax reform can boost economic growth, focusing on 
lessons from Reagan, 2 p.m., SD–G50. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

9:30 a.m., Wednesday, July 31 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of S. 1243, Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, and 
vote on or in relation to Paul Amendment No. 1739, at 
approximately 10:45 a.m. 

Following disposition of Paul Amendment No. 1739 
to S. 1243, Senate will resume consideration of the nomi-
nation of Byron Todd Jones, of Minnesota, to be Direc-
tor, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explo-
sives, and vote on the motion to invoke cloture on the 
nomination. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Wednesday, July 31 

House Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: Continue consideration of 
H.R. 2610—Transportation, Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2014. 
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